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Usiave vatibus occurras. While Mr. Serjeant 
BatiantInE is understood to be preparing for publi- 
cation reminiscences of his career, which it is hoped will 
include a translation of the congratulatory verses in 
Gujerati and Marathi which were recited upon his entry 
to Baroda, we hear that one of his brethren of the inner 
bar is engaged upon a metrical version of the Psalms 
of David. 
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TxE piscussion at the Brighton meeting on Bills of 
Sale was particularly well-timed, and the course adopted 
of formulating in resolutions the opinion of the meeting 
cannot be too highly commended. We cannot help re- 

ng, however, that the suggestion for the repeal of 
20th section of the Act of 1878 was not adopted. 
Mr. og Q.C., in his answer to the Lord Chancellor’s 
T, put the matter, as it seems to us, in its true 
t. Under the old law, he said, ‘‘ the interests of 
fide creditors were to some extent protected in 
bankruptcy through the operation of the order and 
m doetrine. Under the Act of 1878 that pro- 
tec has been taken away, and the money-lender 
| Under his bill of sale is now absolutely secure, and 
enables ‘the debtor to set his other creditors at defi- 
ance.” Mr. Mixture, in his excellent remarks in the 
‘course of the discussion at Brighton, affirmed that of the 
200 bills’ of sale which are given in each working day of 
year not less than 150 are the result of this 20th 
‘fection. What necessity was there to improve the 
Security of a bill of sale, as was done by this section ? 
We print this week a letter from a well-informed and 
@ correspondent which seems to us to contain 
on well worthy of consideration—viz., that it 
ild be rendered illegal for a trader to grant a bill of 
m stock-in-trade and articles in which he deals in 

inary course of his trade. 
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ommins to be an impression abroad that the 
‘Debenham v. Mellon (29 W. R. 141, L. R. 6 App. 

as laid down a principle upon which all questions 
ating }to tho authority of the wife to pledge the hus- 
as credit may be readily decided, and we have heard 
rather summary decisions in the county courts 

n that case. It may be worth while to point 


"there was really nothing in that case which 





fairly entitled the plaintiff to suppose that the wife had 
authority to pledge the husband’s credit except the 
mere status of marriage, which it is clear is not enough, 
though the retail tradesman’s view always is that it 
should be. There are, no doubt, cases on the other 
side of the line which are abundantly clear. If the 
husband has done anything in the course of the co- 
habitation from which it is a fair inference that he knew 
of and assented to his wife pledging his credit, as, for in- 
stance, if he allowed her to manage the household and paid 
debts contracted by her in the course of such manage- 
ment, such as debts to butchers, bakers, and grocers, he 
would be liable for debts of a similar nature; if he paid 
bills contracted by the wife for clothing he-would be 
liable for debts contracted for clothing; and, in accord- 
ance with the general principle of the law of agency, a 
retractation of the authority would not be effective unless 
communicated to the tradesmen. Again, assuming a 
retractation of authority to be material, a jury may, 
from the conduct of the husband, be oftentimes justified 
in disbelieving in the existence of such retractation, 
though alleged. But there are many conceivable cases 
between the classes which. fall well within or well with- 
out the line. The sort of case we are imagining is one 
where there is more than the mere fact of cohabitation, 
and the wife does manage the establishment, but the 
husband makes her a sufficient allowance for the ex- 
penses of such establishment, and forbids her to pledge 
his credit beyond such allowance. We should think, in 
prudently-managed households, this case is very com- 
mon. But in such a case every husband knows that 
things are not actually paid for on delivery. A cortain: 
credit is always given, even if but a week. The wife, 
in such a case, acts as the husband’s agent in incurring 
and paying the debts out of the allowance made to her. 
The tradesman, no doubt, would in such a case debit 
the husband with the goods, and would receive payment 
from the wife. as the agent of the husband. Suppose, 
after this course of dealing has gone on for some time, 
a debt is incurred which the wife does not defray out of 
the allowance given to her by the husband, having 
spent that on some other purpose. Would, in sucha 
case, proof of the real circumstances as between the 
husband and wife be a defence to an action against the 
husband? We-do not think the case quite clear, 
though, from much that is said, especially by Lord 
Buracxsurn, in Debenham v. Mellon, it would scem 
that the. answer ought to be in the affirmative. 
But applying the ordinary principles of the law of prin- 
cipal and agent to the question, it does not seem free 
from doubt. Suppose a principal were to employ an 
agent to conduct a business in his name, giving him a 
certain sum for expenses, but forbidding him to pledge 
his principal's credit beyond that sum, could the princi- 
pal thus shield himself from liability? It may be that 
the case of a business of which the principal takes the 
profit. is different. It might be urged, however, that 
the husband having allowed the wife to do acts import- 
ing a general authority to manage the household, could 
not affect the tradesman who gave credit on the strength 
of such appearance of authority by a private arrange- 
ment with the wife in limitation of such authority 
unknown to the tradesman. Ona the whole, it seems to 
us that the case of Debenham v. Mellon may perhaps 
have still left open various nice questions on the law 
with respect to this subject. 





Our conresponpznt, Mr. Jonn Huauns, whose letter 
we printed last week, has returned to the —_ He 
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has written us another letter, in a very courteous and 
good-humoured tone, in which he takes some ex- 
ception to our “somewhat summary method of 
disposing” of his suggestions. We regret that, in the 
crowded state of our columns this week; it is impossible 
for us to print his lengthy letter in full, but we shall give 
those parts which seem to be material. 

The first relates to our interpretation of section 13 of the 
Act. Mr. Hveuzs, relying, as we think unduly, upon the 
punctuation, proposes to place upon this section an inter- 
pretation which implies a sarcasm upon the Act much 
more severe than anything which we have written. He 
says: “ Your reading of the 13th section ignores the 
commas which mark off the phrase ‘ with a leasehold re- 
version,’ and set it in apposition to ‘a term of years to 
be derived,’ &c. The words ‘ with a leasehold reversion’ 
constitute an explanation of the manner in which the 
term of years is to be granted, and are not an extension 
or qualification of the idea ‘leasehold interest.’” Can 
Mr. Hucurs gravely contend that this is the true con- 
nection of the words, and that the Act talks about 
deriving, out of a lease, a sub-lease with a leasehold re- 
wersion ? as if, perchance, some sub-leases might have 
upon them a freehoid reversion! We repeat that we, 
who have come under Mr. Hucues’ censure for our 
alleged severity, have never said anything about the Act 
half so cutting as this imputation made by a friendly 
critic. Nor can we quite follow Mr. Hvucuzs 
in his next words: “The very expression ‘reversion’ 
desiderates a term of years.” He surely cannot mean 
to affirm that there can be a reversion only upon a 
term of years, and not upon any greater estate. 
Mr. Huctes frankly states the objection against his 
curious interpretation of section 13, that it renders the 
word “ leasehold” in the pbrase “leasehold reversion ” 
redundant, but, by way of defence, he maintains that by 
parity of reasoning in section 3, sub-section (1), the 
words “leasehold reversion” are also redundant; and 
he suggests that the words were used in both sections 
“in contradistinction to the freehold reversion, as to 
which provision had already been made by the Vendor 
and Purchaser Act, 1874.” We cannot admit that the 
cases are at all parallel. The words “leasehold rever- 
sion,” referring to an existing reversion, are properly 
used in section 3 for the purpose mentioned by our 
correspondent.. But the construction of section 13 con- 
tended for by him would make the Act forbid the 
purchaser to call for the title to a reversion which does 
not yet exist. 





Mz. Hvucues next returns to the “doubt and am- 
biguity ” which we said surrounded the meaning of the 
expression “sale made.” This doubt, he now contends, 
“ may be dispelled by reference to section 5. By sub- 
section 4, the section applies to ‘sales made’ after the 
commencement of the Act. By sub-section 2, the court 
is empowered to make an ‘order for conveyance, or vest- 
ing order, proper for giving effect to the sale.’ There- 
fore,” says Mr. Hucues, “ thecontract, andnot the comple- 
tion of thesale, is a ‘sale made.’ ” Having gently reminded 
him that he has shifted his ground (for in his former letter 
he referred us, not to section 5, but to “four previous 
sub-sections ” of section 3, which we declared ourselves 
unable to find, and which he now seems to be no more 
able to find than we were), we reply as follows. In the 
first place, we must decline, so far as regards the mean- 
ing of “ sole,” to interpret section 3 by means of section 
5, because section 3 conteins a special interpretation 
clause of ite own (sub-section 8), specifically dealing with 
the meaning of the word “sale” as used in that section. 
This (especially considering the terms in which it is 
couched) seems to us to exclude all other sources of in- 
terpretation derived from the Act. 
place, even allowing section — 


The eourt may make an order “ to. give effect to the 
sale”; that i¢ surely the same thing as “to complets 
the sale.” How on earth does this tend to show that to 
make a saleis not to complete asale? We cannot seg 
that it throws any light upon the matter whatever. 
Lastly, Mr. Hueues thinks that, “ remembering the 
distracted session which produced this important measure, 
it may well be that it has defects, and will even have its 
‘victims’ ” ; 
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; but he seems to plead that it has neverthe- 
less indisputable merits, and reminds us, in some words 
of Cardinal Newman, that no mark will be hit if it ig 
never shot at. But the political distractions of the 
session are so far from being any excuse for whatever 
defects the Act may show, that they are rather an 
aggravation. The time when the attention of the 
ordinary meddler is distracted by general politics is the ' 
most favourable for safely passing an Act like this with. 

out his disastrous interference. Besides, we have reason 

to know that the Act has been under consideration 

for nearly two years; and we cannot forget the tradi- 

tion that Mr. Bropre,in a more difficult case, reached 
perfection in six months. And we confess to a profound 

feeling of sympathy with its prospective “ victims,” who 

will be doubtfully consoled for their own loss by the gain, 

even if it be certain, of other people. 
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THE PRACTICAL EFFECT OF 
THE CONVEYANCING ACT. 


V.—Generat Worps (continued). 


We feel compelled, for the reasons indicated in our last 
article, to express the opinion that purchaserscannot safely 
rely upon the forms of ‘‘ general words” implied under 


“the Act, unless in those cases in which, under the present 


practice, they would be willing to omit “ general words” 
altogether. We are not able to satisfy ourselves that 
these forms contain any provision for re-granting éx- 
tinguished easements. Some of our readers might 
perhaps be inclined to suggest that this may be effected 
by the phrase “ reputed to appertain” ; but we cannot 
concur in this opinion, for two reasons. In the first 
place, the words are not appropriate. This phrase 
properly refers, not to extinguished easements, but to 
easements which are enjoyed by a doubtful title, and we 
think that it was probably originally designed with — 
reference to the danger to which, before the Prescription — 
Act, the claimant of an easement was exposed, in case 
the other side could show an origin not lying in express 
grant and less remote than the first year of Richard L, 
This would formerly have defeated the claim; and the 
hardships inflicted by the rule in a manner forced th 
judges to invent the well-known fiction of a lost grant, 
which the Prescription Act practically confirmed and 
placed on a legal basis. We think that the phrase “re. 
puted appurtenants ” had its origin in a fear lest the bare 
word “appurtenants”’ might not suffice to carry rights 
which only a defective title existed. For this reason, 
do not think that extinguished easements are within the 
meaning of reputed appurtenants. And it must not be 
forgotten that when we use the word “ reputed” in this 
connection, the only reputation to which we can properly 
refer is that between the owners and occupiers of the 
dominant and servient tenements respectively. The 
reputation of the vicinage is quite pg to berets, 
ments, and would not, properly speaking, ble. 
as evidence to prove them. The rights hg which 
reputation of the vicinage is relevant, are not easements, 
but public righte, And what could be more grotesque — 
than an owner reputing himself to be able to.cross 
of his own fields because he happened also to 
another? In the second place, the phrase used im 
Act is.‘ appertaining or reputed to eppestain *; and 
submit that the time here indicated by ‘ reputed uf 



































be identical with that indicated by “‘ appertaining ” 
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this can hardly be any other than the time which is 
disectly afterwards indicated more emphatically as “the 
time of conveyance.” It is very significant that in many 
old forms the reader will find the words, ‘‘ at any time 
heretofore’; and similar expressions. We think that 
the impropriety (to use a studiously mild expression) of 
gegarding an owner in fee simple as enjoying an ease- 
gent over one part of his land in respect of another part, 
ies0 obvious, that it should not lightly be imputed to an 
Act of Parliament. And since the result of the imputa- 
dion would be to deprive some very remarkable and 
emphatically repeated words of all their apparent mean- 
ing, we can feel no confidence that the courts will adopt 
that course. 

Another awkward consequence seems to follow from 
the insertion of these words, at the time of conveyance. 
These may possibly have been inserted in view of the 
fact that a conveyance does operate from the time of its 
execution and affects only rights which the conveying 
parties at that time either possess or are otherwise 
capable of granting. The framers of the Act may have 
inserted these words from a desire to make their impli- 
cation of law conterminous in time with the deed’s 
operation in fact. But we seem here to find a confirma- 
‘tion of the remarks made by us in a former article upon 
the difficulties inseparable from all attempts to turn 
these simple matters into abstract and universal proposi- 
tions. What a purchaser bargains for, and what he is 
entitled to get, dates, not from the time of conveyance, 
but from the time of the contract. Itis true that the 
law knew nothing of the contract, and that the convey- 
ance operates from the time of its execution; and the 
course rightly pursued by the purchaser is to see that 
the conveyance expressly includes all that he bar- 
gained for at the time of the contract: This is done 
under the common practice as a matter of course, with- 
out any particular notice being taken of the fact that it 
isdone. But when the question is, not about adapting 
an actual conveyance in express terms to an actual con- 
tract, but about devising some universal and abstract 
propositions in an Act of Parliament which are to be 
equally applicable to all contracts and to save everybody 
by implication from the trouble of expressly adapting 
his conveyance to the state of the facts, difficulties at 
once begin to emerge. What are we to say about 
appurtenants or reputed appurtenants, which admit of 
being altered, released, extinguished, or interrupted, 
between the time of making the contract and the time 
of making the conveyance ? does it not .seem that these 
‘would pase, if at all, not as they existed at the former 
time, but as they existed at the latter time? It is pos- 
sible that this question may become one of grave im- 
portance, if the ideal state of things at which the suc- 
essive Vendor and Purchaser Acts and the part now 
under consideration of this Act were manifestly aiming, 
should ever be-realized in practice; namely, that in all 
ordinary cases the only contract between the parties 
‘shall be a bare open contract to sell on the one hand and 


to purchase on the other. 
’ For these reasons we find it very difficult to assert, 
even upon the most favourable construction of the forms 
in section 6, that their use would be free from 
‘tisk; and cautious persons may not improbably think 
‘that the gain of omitting “ general words”? from a con- 
veyance is not great enough to compensate even for the 
slightest risk, We regret that so favourable an oppor- 
‘tunity of pruning away a mere excrescence should have 
been lost; but we think it possible that conveyancers 
‘may be induced to venture upon the safe improvement 
‘of omitting in future those parts of the “ general words” 
are universally admitted to be superfluous, and 
t only the part which, in our opinion, still re- 
‘tains an intelligible and useful function. 
* ‘We hope our readers will not do us the injustice to 
‘think that we are indifferent to the improvement of con- 
 weyancing.. This is, on the contrary, a cause which we 
% Wave most: seriously at heart, But we cannot help 





— 


noticing that of what has been done in the past to thig 
end, little is due to Acts of Parliament. And the omens 
are certainly not obviously in fayour of this Act; for a 
good many Acts have been passed during the last forty 
years, bearing a close resemblance in their fundamental 
ideas and methods to the present Act, all of which have 
been conspicuous failures. The only Act which has 
been a conspicuous success gives emphasis to this fact, by 
the utter diversity of its character. We allude to the 
Act for abolishing Fines and Recoveries. Fines and 
common recoveries were formerly among the most 
important of the “ common assurances of the realm” ; 
but a single Act of Parliament superseded these 
cumbrous and expensive proceedings by a deed which 
remains quite singular in its brevity and simplicity, 
Yet we now find the highest legal authorities once 
more coming forward, to try once more by well- 
worn methods which ave repeatedly been tried in 
vain, whether they cannot banish general words and 
covenants for title from conveyances, and give to mort- 
gagees by statute all that they can reasonably demand, 
and so forth. We should have thought that a better 
hope would have been offered by another method. We 
believe, indeed, that another method is in some quarters 
supposed to have been found in the Solicitors’ Remunera- 
tion Act. But, for our own part, we should rather have 
been disposed to advocate another style of drafting. For 
example, instead of making out lists of “ general 
words,” it might have been considered carefully what 
useful functions ‘‘ general words” do in fact fulfil; and 
the attempt might have been made to render needless 
the part of them which is now necessary, by assimilating 
the law in respect of them to the law applicable to the 
part which is universally admitted to be superfluous. It 
would be quite possible to enact that in future, when- 
ever a once existing easement has become extinguished 
by the union in seisin of the dominant with the servient 
tenement, then, upon any conveyance, made within 
twenty years afterwards, of either tenement apart from 
the other, the easement should, in the absence of the 
expression of a diffarent intention, revive and become 
appurtenant to the dominant tenement. 


VI.—Covenants ror Tir. 


We have now to turn our attention to section 7, which 
deals with implied covenants for title, and seems to be 
regarded by the public with a degree of interest out of 
all proportion to its importance, even granting that the 
forms of covenants here supplied, and the mode of sup- 
plying them, are such as a prudent man would choose 
to rely upon. Evenif this much were granted in their 
favour (and we shall presently mention some doubts 
which we think worthy of serious consideration), it 
by no means follows that these implied forms will be 
commonly adopted in practice. The experiment has been 
tried before only to fail; and it seems to us that those 
who expect it now to succeed, lie under the necessity of 
showing that the present conditions of the trial are such 
as to warrant the expectation of a different result. We 
are guite aware, as we once before observed, that some 
people fiud in the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act the true 
leverage which is to bring the Conveyancing Act into 
common use; but we are not sufficiently cynical to 
believe that the failure of former schemes has been due 
to a selfish cupidity on the part of the profession, or that 
nothing is needed in matters of this sort to attain success 
except the timely and judicious offer of a bribe. Other 
causes of a far more respectable kind can be assigned 
for the complete neglect with which the 8 & 9 Vict. c. 
119 has in practice been treated. That Act was both 
well conceived and well executed, and failed, in our 
opinion, from causes which must always interpose very 
serious obstacles in the way even of perfect schemes of 
this kind. In the first place, the gain is much smaller 
than it is commonly supposed to be. This gain cannot 
by any possibility exceed whatever is to be gained by 
omitting a few folios (exactly four in simple-eases)' from 
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the conveyance. Against this we have to place the 
inconvenience of having a deed which, even if perfect 
in its operation, does not show the mutual rights of the 
parties upon the face of it. This inconvenience is 
common to all those well-meant attempts of Parliament 
to confer powers by implication; of which the 
obvious result is to leave the parties more helpless 
than ever in the hands of their legal advisers, since their 
rights, duties, and liabilities depend upon the construc- 
tion of several difficult. Acts of Parliament. We can- 
not think that anybody will find the interpretation of 
section 7 of the Conveyancing Act, and the precise estima- 
tion of the rights and liabilities which it confers, by any 
means so easy an undertaking as the determination of 
similar questions arising under express covenants for title. 
Then something must be allowed for the susceptibilities 
of the clients. The family solicitor finds his clients 
apt to mark with uneasiness the omission of clauses with 
which they have been familiar (though it may be with- 
out fully understanding them) on former occasions and 
in similar deeds; nor are they always re-assured by 
hearing that the omission is sufficiently supplied by 
statute. These causes must always prevent the use of 
such statutes from becoming by any means universal in 
practice, and they sufficiently account for the failure of 
the 8 & 9 Vict. c. 119 without the help of any ungracious 
imputations upon the honour of the profession; 
it seems also to follow that the removal of the 
alleged cause of those imputations is no very strong 
ground for the hope of a different result in the future. 
With regard to the earlier Act just mentioned, it did 
indeed lie under this great disadvantage, that it did not 
propose to dispense with covenants for title altogether, 
but only to shorten them. This fact still further 
reduced the small gain, both of trouble and of space, 
which could be looked for in adopting the Act. The 
present Act aims at dispensing altogether with 
the insertion of any covenants, and demands nothing 
more from those who use it than that they shall by 
prescribed methods indicate who are the implied covenan- 
tors. So far this is undoubtedly an advantage ; though 
it is one which easily admits of being estimated too 
highly. But there can be no doubt that no advantage 
of this sort can count for anything at all in playing this 
game, unless the scheme to which it is annexed attains 
to the standard of perfection in being absolutely safe, 
and in supplying people, both vendors and purchasers, 
with that judicious mean which long custom has disposed 
the one to be willing to give, as not being too much, 
and the other to be willing to accept, as not being too 
little. Whether the forms given in the Act do in fact 
fulfil these needful preliminary conditions, is the question 
which we propose next to consider. 








In consequence of the illness of the Lord Chancellor, the 
Lord Chief Justice of England has been appointed by her 
Majesty to receive the Lord Mayor elect on November 2. 

A recent number of the Chicago Legal Adviser, contains 
the following advice to the Chicago bar: ‘‘After the 
summer vacation, it is expected that the several courts will 
be located in the new court-house. In anticipation of this, 
it is ventured to remark, in a friendly way, that the hope 
is expressed that the members of the bar will not, as some 
have been known to do in the present court-house on Adam- 
street, convert the tables and railings of the various court- 
rooms into footetools. Outside of a question of manners and 
os breeding, this should not be done. Such scenes have 

witnessed almost daily. It does not become the dignity 
of a lawyer to perch bis feet on the raili iemediohaly in 
front of the judge snd clerk, and expect t to have any 
favourable estimation of the party or his breeding. Pride 
in having our eourt-rooms neat and clean should possess 
every lawyer. It should not become necessery in our State 
Courts, as has been done in the United States Court, to place 
4 tign on each table, not to place your feet on the table. 


Let and good breeding govern each in 
ignaonpes goer ch sear 
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LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR; 


STATUTE LAW REVISION. 


Car. 59.—An AcT FOR PROMOTING THE REVISION OF THE ‘ 
Srarure Law BY REPEALING VARIOUS ENACTMENTS CHIEFLY 
RELATING TO CrviL PrRockDURE OR MATTERS CONNECTED 
THEREWITH, AND FOR AMENDING IN SOME RESPECTS THE, 
LAW RELATING TO Crvit PRoceDuRE. 


We dealt recently with the repeal of the 17th 
section of the Statute of Frauds, and the revival of the: 
60th section of 43 Geo. 3, c. 161, effected by this statute,. 
We will now say a few words upon the statute as » 
whole. It may be described as carrying on, but very 
far from completing, the work of Statute Law Re. 
vision which was begun so far back as 1856 by 19 & 20- 
Vict. c. 64, “‘ An Act to repeal certain statutes which are 1 
not in use,” and followed up in 1861, 1863, 1867, 1870, J 
1871, 1872, 1873, 1874, 1875, and 1878 by the 
Statute Law Revision Acts “for further promoting the | ] 
Revision of the Statute Law by repealing certain enact- | ( 
ments which have ceased to be in force or become un- 
necessary,” and in 1879 by the Civil Procedure Acts, 1 
Repeal Act of that year. ( 

The present Act appears to repeal about eighty enact- ( 
ments, of which it is said in the preamble that they 
‘* may be regarded as spent or having ceased to be in ] 
force otherwise than by express and specific [why , 
and specific?] repeal by Parliament, or having by 

’ 
f 
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lapse of time and change of circumstances become un- 
necessary,’ or that their subject-matter ‘‘is provided. 
for by or under the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 
1873, and the Acts amending it; so that for these ‘‘or f 
for other reasons” they may properly be repealed. 1 
Amongst the repealed enactments the {more historically f 
important are 13 Ed. 1, c. 30, relating (inter alia) to the: 
assignment of justices at Nisi Prius; 12 Ric. 2, ¢. 10, re~ 
lating to the wages of justices [of the peace] and theiz ( 
clerks, and 12 & 13 Will. 3, c. 2, whereby judges’ com- ] 
missions were first directed to be made out quamdiu se } 
bene gesserint instead of durante bene placito. Amongst. 
more modern enactments are Turner’s Act (13 & 14 Vict. 
c. 35), ‘‘ except sections 19 to 25,” the Petitions of Right 
Act, 1860, s. 15, and the Legal Practitioners Act, 1876. 
The Common Law Procedure Acts of 1852, 1854, and | 
1860 are conspicuous by their absence, and still remain. | : 
to encumber the Statute Book, but we believe that 
it is in contemplation to promulgate certain Rules of 
Coart which will have the effect of re-enacting such 
few portions of these Acts as are still practically alive, 
and, that done, by a further Revision Act to repeab 
these three Acts, and, we hope, all other Procedure Acts 
anterior to the Judicature Act. 
The 6th section of the Act is of some little import+ 
ance, It enacts that “the enactments relating to the 
making of Rules of Court contained in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1875, and the Acts amending 
it, shall extend and apply to all matters with respect to 
which rules of procedure or general orders might have 
been made under any enactment repealed by this 
and to all proceedings by or against the Orown. 
The italicised part of the section effects an im 
amendment of the Judicature Acts, or rather of ord, 62, ~ 
promulgated so recently as April, 1880, which, we ~ 
suppose, will shortly be abrogated, 4 


























NEWSPAPER LIBELS, 
Car, 60.—An Acr to amend tus Law ov NewsparEt — 

Lipet, AND TO PROVIDE vou tHe ReGgisTRATION 

Newerarexn Paoruierons, 

Next to the Conveyancing and Law of Popeye Act, 
this is the most important English statute of the session. 
The freedom of the ‘‘ soolety’’ and other u 
having produced its natural effect in a series of actlo 
prosecutions, criminal informations, justifications, 
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cross-examinations, it has been deemed expedient (1) to 
put some limit on the power of instituting proceedings 
for libel, and (2) to provide an easy mode of discovering 
whom to proceed against for a newspaper libel. 

After an elaborate definition of “newspaper” as 
“any paper containing public news, intelligence, or 
occurrences, or any remarks or observations therein, 
printed for sale, and published in England or Ireland 

odically, or in parts or numbers at intervals not ex- 
ceeding twenty-six days between the publication of any 
two such papers, parts, or numbers; also any paper 
printed in order to be dispersed and made public weekly 
or oftener, or at intervals not exceeding twenty-six days, 
containing only or principally advertisements,” the first 
object of the Act is sought to be attained in four clauses 
(sections 2—6) to the following effect :— 

(a.) “ Privilege” is given to fair reports of public 
meetings — thus extending the principle of Davis v. 
Duncan (L. R. 9 C. P. 396). 

(d.) The interposition of the ‘Director of Public 
Prosecutions” is required before a criminal prosecution 
can be instituted—a provision entirely new. 

(c.) A court of summary jurisdiction is to have power 
to hear evidence on a defence of “ justification” before 
committing for trial—thus reversing the rule of Reg. v. 
Carden (L. R. 5 Q. B. D. 1). 

(d.) A similar court, if of opinion that “though the 
person charged is shown to have been guilty, the libel 
was of a trivial character, and that the offence may be 
adequately punished,” on summary conviction, may 
itself convict the offender, and adjudge him to pay a 
fine not exceeding £50. 

Against the first three of these provisions we have not 
a word to say. They seem to be perfectly fair and 
reasonable, and recent cases have shown how much they 
are required. But the working of the fourth provision, 
which arms “ courts of summary jurisdiction” with a 
kind of local censorship of the press, will have to be very 
carefully watched. If justices should be inclined to 
push their powers too far, it is hard to say where a 
remedy could be found. 

The second object of the Act is carried out in four- 
teen clauses (sections 7—20) as follows :— 

(a.) A register of newspaper proprietors is to be kept 
by the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies, and to be 
open to public inspection, with power to any person to 
require copies and extracts. 

(0.) The printer and publisher of every newspaper 
is bound, under pain of a fine of £25, to make an annual 
return for the purpose of making up the register. 

(c.) “Every copy of an entry in or extract from the 
Tegister purporting to be certified . . . shall be 
teceived as conclusive evidence of the contents of the 
said register, . . . and every such certified copy or 
extract shall, in all proceedings, civil or criminal, be ac- 
cepted ag sufficient primd facie evidence of all matters 


and things [why and things ?] thereby appearing unless 
| 4nd until the contrary thereof be shown.” 
This last provision is a vast improvement on the law 


48 it was before the passing of the Act, under which it 
The rule of 
Reg. v. Holbrook (L. R. 4 Q. B. D, 42), that a proprietor is 


Ret criminally liable as such, is, we may observe, left 
Untouch 


We have not noticed any difficulty of construction in 


the Act. Oriminal informations, though not named, ap- 


to come within its scope. It might have been 


,» perhaps, expressly to name them, The marginal 





ote to section 8 is, as was said by Bramwell, L.J., in 













orney-General v, Great Eastern Railway Company 
‘BR. 11 Oh, D., at p. 460), of “some” marginal 
“ grossly inaccurate.” 



















late Lord Advocate has taken his seat on the Scot. 
t as Lord McLaren, 





REVIEWS. 


THE CONVEYANCING ACT, 


Tue New Conveyancine Acts. Inctupine tHe Con- 
VEYANCING AND Law or Property Act, 1881, anp THE 
Soricrrors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, wirn Inrropuc- 
tion, Norges, anD Forms. By Sypney E. Wrutiams, 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Haynes. 


The considerable length at which this Conveyancing 
Act is now being reviewed in our columns renders it 
unnecessary for us to express any detailed opinion upon 
the notes and comments of Mr. Williams. But we may 
say briefly that the notes generally show acuteness and 
good sense; that the cases cited (necessarily not very 
numerous) are important to the matter in hand, and that 
the introduction contains a fair summary of the Act as 
a whole, though we might ourselves be inclined to view 
some parts of it with a less hopeful eye than the author 
apparently does. We lay some little stress upon the 
penultimate word of our last sentence; for we have not 
always found the tone of the introductory remarks quite 
easy to reconcile with the criticisms in the notes. 
Occasionally we have found something of which we were 
not quite able to follow the meaning. The author says 
(p. 40), in a note upon section 10 of the Conveyancing 
Act, “‘ The condition of re-entry and all other conditions 
are to go with the reversion or any part thereof. This 
provision extends 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, s. 3, which only 
applied to conditions of re-entry, and only where a rent 
had been legally apportioned.” We might perhaps have 
thanked Mr. Williams if he had given us some further 
information about these “other conditions,” which, it 
would seem, are not conditions of re-entry. But if he 
is not absolutely clear upon this point, he might plead 
that Acts of Parliament could be found (and are not far 
to seek) which are no clearer. Altogether we think that 
his work displays intelligence, and is likely to be useful. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 


SHERIFFS AND THEIR OFFICERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I am glad to see that attention has at length 
been drawn to the serious difficulties which are, in many 
ways, thrown in the way of obtaining from sheriffs’ 
officers moneys which they have received from execu- 
tions levied by them. 

Quite recently very much trouble was experienced, 
and no little expense was incurred, in securing, after a 
great deal of delay, the fruits of an execution which had 
some time previously been levied by one of the sheriffs 
of a home county. 

The sherift’s officers gave no attention whatever to the 
repeated applications, which were made by letter and 
personally, and even the under-sheriff himself manifested 
a degree of indifference unworthy of his position. 
Indeed, there were so many applications pending against 
the sheriff of this particular county, that the judge 
before whom they came threatened to make an order for 
the personal attendance of the sheriff. Acting upor 
this hint, I wrote to the sheriff myself, but he did nothing 
beyond simply courteously acknowledging my letter. Of 
course the sheriff, as a rule, knows nothing of these 
matters, and if he is communicated with probably only 

on the letter to his under-sheriff. 

In addition, I wrote to a member of Parliament, who 
had formerly been a Cabinet Minister, and who repre- 
sented the constituency to which my client belonged. 
He seemed disinclined to take up the matter, and my 
client, having ultimately obtained his money, was so sick 
and tired of the matter that he declined to pursue it any 
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further. It is, however, a scandal and disgrace that 
the administration of justice should be so seriously im- 


peded 

It is bad enough to have fo proceed to judgment, but 
it is still worse when the: judgment has been obtained, 
execution issued, and the money recovered thereunder, 
that the officer of the State should retain it, and only 
hand it overpractically at his own pleasure. Indeed, Iam 
told that one officer makes it. a rule to hand over the 
fruits of an earlier execution by paying over the 
proceeds of a later one, and thus rings the changes. 

The Corporation of London has-in many ways and 
at many times been instrumental in effecting a great 
many improvements, and [ hope that Mr. Fraser will 
succeed in his effortsto bring this matter under their 
notice, so that some steps may be taken to prevent the 
serious annoyance to which suitors are now frequently 
subjected. 

It may be true that all sheriffs’ officers are not alike 
in this respect, yet it is sufficient to justify interference 
that it is within their power to act in the way some of 
them unquestionably do. 

The matter is, from the lowest point of view, at least 
worthy of the fullest investigation, and the united 
wisdom of the Law and City Courts Committee ought 
to be able, with the co-operation of the Lerd Chan- 
cellor, to suggest some suitable remedy. 

October 17. A Crry Soxictrror. 





BILLS OF SALE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I have perused with great interest your report of 
the able paper read by Mr. Saunders, of Birmingham, at 


the recent meeting of the Incorporated Law Society at_ 


Brighton upon the subject of Bills of Sale, and the dis- 
eussion which took place thereon. It appears to me 
that a more important subject, as affecting more par- 
ticularly the trading portion of the community, could not 
engage the attention of the profession, and, with your 
permission, I propose to make a few remarks thereon, 
the result of a considerable number of years’ experience 
in managing the bankruptey department of a firm of 
solicitors enjoying one of the most extensive commercial 
practices in the provinces. 

Whilst agreeing to a limited extent with the majority 
of the meeting as to the propriety of allowing a person 
possessed of personal chattels, such as furniture owned 
by 2 lodging-house keeper, machinery by a manufacturer, 
and similar cases, to raise money thereon by bill of sale, 
I still think the principle propounded by Mr. Saunders, 
and others forming the minority, of rendering it illegal 
by enactment to grant a bill of sale on personal effects, 
might well be applied to stock-in-trade and articles in 
which a debtor deals in the ordinary course of his trade, 
and more particularly with regard to after-acquired 
property of that nature. There is, in my opinioa, the very 
widest possible distinction between the two kinds of 
personal effects, and it isin cases of bills of sale over 
stock-in-trade that the evils of the present law are 
mostiy felt. I have had to deal with very many such 
cases in my experience, and I have come to the conclu- 
4 on that where a debtor is compelled to resort. to the 
expedient of raising money on his stock-in-trade, it is quite 
time that he should be prevented from further carrying 
on business. In ninety-nine per cent. of such cases he 
has to pull up at no great distance of time, and then the 
ereditors find themselves.in the very unpleasant position 
wf having « debtor without assets, those being swept 
away under the bill of sale by some usurer, or, not un- 
frequently, by some friend of the debtor. Now I think 
@ very short enactment would most effectually deal with 
this evil by providing that the giving of a bill of sale by 
a trader over his stock-in-trade should constitute an act 
of bankruptcy. 

Section 11, sub-section 15, of the Debtors Act, 1869, 


pledging, or disposing of, otherwise than in the ordi 
. credit and has not paid for, shall be guilty of a misde. 
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provides that a bankrupt or liquidating trader 
four months before his bankruptcy or liq uidation pawn’ 


way of his trade, any property which he has obtained on — 


meanor and be liable to imprisonment. And it has been ‘ 
held that a debtor giving a. bill of sale within four 
months of his liquidation or bankruptcy over stock-in, 
trade which he has not paid for comes within that sub. 
section. So that the Legislature evidently hal in mind 
when passing that Act some of the evils attending the 
giving of bills of sale over stock-in-trade.. Now, is it not 
something of an anomaly that, whilst punishing a debtor 
criminally in such a case, yet the law upholds the trang. 
action itself if given for a present advance? Would it 
not be better, by providing for the avoidance of such a 
bill of sale, to save a debtor from the temptation ? 


Again, I have known many cases where a debtor has 
given a bill of sale more than four months prior to his 
liquidation or bankruptcy, to cover after-acquired prop. 
erty, the result being exactly the same evil as was con- 
templated by that sub-section, and yet the debtor hag 
escaped from any criminal consequences. Why should this 
be so? Icannot see any moral difference between the 
two cases. 

With regard to the order and disposition clause (sec- 
tion 20) of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, fears were ex- 
pressed at the time the Bill was passing through Par- 
liament that that proposal would result in creating very 
many greater evils than it would remedy, and I think the 
statistics as to the great increase in the number of bills 
of sale since that Act came into force fully corroborate 
those fears. But I venture to think that, without going 
back to the old law, many of those evils would be 
mitigated, if not entirely done away with, by the propo. 
sition I have here suggested. Henry P. Jones. 

Manchester, October 17. 
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THE BRIGHTON MEETING. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—Owing to the imperfection of the few observations 
which I made at the Brighton meeting on the subject of 
Bills of Sale, I am, in your excellent account of the 
recent meetings at Brighton, made to say that I desire 
the repeal of the clause relating to orljer aud disposition — 
in the Bills of Sale Act, 1878. What I intended 
mention was, that I not only objected to so much of the 
resolution before the meeting as exempted future prop= 
erty from, bills of sale, but also to so much as proposed t 
repeal section 20 of the Act. 


In the result it will be seen that by a very large 
conclusive majority the meeting decided aguinst the 
clusion of future property, and iv favour of the im 
sion of property in the order and disposition of 
grantor: in other words, that in these two r 
there should be no amendment of the law. 


2, Soho-square, W., October 17. W. J. Fraser. 

























The health of Lord Selborne is stated to have. gr 
improved during the last few days. His lordship has 
ordered extrome quiet and thorough rest from official. war 
He will remain for this purpose at bis country seat at Pe 
field until Parliament meets. 


For some reason, says the Daily News, the rt 
which characterized some stages of the work: at ther 4 at 
law courts has of late died down considerably, and unl 
very important augmentations of strength can be i 
is really difficult to say even approximately when ‘ 
by igh be finished, : "ee were Pre whee 
under men employed apon the bu — 
have since been brought ht up to between three 
hundred, 
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ed on QxE WHO WAS PREsENT” sends us the following 
nisde. observations on the recent meeting of the Incorporated Law 





) Society :— 
pe Some doubt was expressed after the meeting last year 
k-ine _at Sheffield whether the Sussex Law Society had not under- 
sulk: taken too great a task in the invitation which they gave to 
mind ere UE Law Society to hold their eighth annual 
provincial meeting this year at Brighton. I believe some 
3 the communication was made to the Sussex Law Society with a 
not view to assist them in the task which they had undertaken, 
ebtor but after mature consideration they resolved to adhere to their 
FANS original determination. They are certainly to be most heartily 
ld. it congratulated upon the great success which has attended their 
ich & efforts; and the brilliant reception given by them to the In- 
corporated Law Society will live long in the memories of 
- has those who were so wise as to accept the invitation. Whether 
> be be had to the convenience and adaptability of the 
rooms in'which the meetings were held, or to the excel- 
pe. lence of the very recherché lunch which was so liberally 
= provided each day, or to the grand: banquet which was so 
has gmecessfally arranged in the Dome, or whether atten- 
i this tion be exclusively confined to the conversazione and 
. the ball held’ in that magnificent suite of rooms at the 
Pavilion, which are unexcelled in any other part of 
(see- the county, or to the dinners at which the various soli- 
ex- citors of the town entertained small parties on Wednes- 
Par- ,or to the excursions so wisely arranged and so ably 
very ¢arried out on Thursday, it cannot be doubted that neither 
c the time nor expense had been spared to prepare for the enter- 
bills tainment in the fullest and most acceptable manner of the 
welll Jarge number of guests who attended the meeting. Some- 
py times where so much has to be done in comparatively so 
-— short a space of time, those who may not have particip ated 
dh in the requisite preliminary labour are rather apt to overlook 
opm the hard work which has to be done in order to bring to a suc- 


a eessful issue so many different arrangements. 

The courteous and able president, Mr. Howlett, is 
entitled to the warmest thanks of all, as well as the 
vice-president, Mr. Williams, who did all in his power 
most efficiently to aid Mr. Howlett. It is not too much 
to say that Mr. C. C. Druce more than justified the 
expectations which had been \formed of the way in which 
he would discharge the responsible duties of his position. 
His address was plain and practical, and, if not so expan- 







t of five as some of those of his predecessors, this was no 
' the drawback and had the advantage of securing more time for 
esire the reading and discussion of the papers which followed. It 





was wisely arranged that, concurrently with the reading of 
the address, prints of it should be circulated in the room. 

year, by the way, the preparation of -the annual ad- 

becomes more difficult, since it is not always easy to 
find new topics for consideration, and to adorn an address, 
except at the risk of repeating observations previously made, 
‘with those remarks which are so essential to the completeness 
Of its composition. Mr. Druce successfully steered the 
Meeting over a few difficulties, and exercised in a quiet, un- 
way a degree of firmness and courtesy which he 
' willno doubt find to be of value when the council summon 
© the proposed meeting to consider the report of the Legal Pro- 
| edure Committee, which is sure to provoke a large amount 
ct and warm discussion. 












. were not a fow plausible observations in the paper 
- nm Bankruptcy read by Mr. Bernard Wake. Some of the 
- trenchant py which he enunciated were not without 
- their effect, and his paper was valuable as promoting a lively 
‘@adinteresting discussion, which will not be without ad- 

in determining the legislation which must so soon 


Wake place in reference to this matter. Prominence was 
Sen 


ven by the president in his address to the ad- 
the appointment of a chief judge of equal 
6 _ of the Supreme Court and devoting his 
le time to the dutios of his office, as a fendamental part 
y amendment in the bankraptcy laws. ‘This is a point 
* ery rag —_ more than =“ saa ye a 
r dec! , and it is somewhat gratifying to know 
it will be conceded in its integrity in the Bill which 
i to introduce into Parliament next session. 
of Mr. A. Bell was aimed at misconceptions 
t time with regard to the effect and 
was a most able one, 


ion of settlements. 
SUEGIIRE to remove'e gest many of the minepoee. 



















cightloth peat, and is te mosewoetiy-s fad 

ieth year, and it is note that so experi- 
eokendl eatant @. muuher tte i Naitl 
give to his brother professionals the result of his years of 
experience, and to incur the trouble—for it was no little 
trouble—of preparing the paper to which so maay had the 
pleasure of listening. It was not, however, to be ex 


F 


quarters. 
Bell’s paper should be sent to each member of 
of Parliament. There is no reason why this should not 
still be done, and perhaps it is a pity that the proposer of 
this suggestion did not press it to a vote, as from what 
was afterwards expressed it is probable the proposal would 
have been adopted. 

Some difference of opinion was at first manifested as to 
the advantage of the paper read by Mr. Sawyer on Land 
Tenure and Division in Brightoa and the neighbourhood, 
but as the information which the paper contained became 
known it was generally felt that it conveyed to many pre- 
sent knowledge which they would not otherwise have 
acquired, and which was not without use as indicati 
the variety of forms in which land tenure and division 
exist throughout the country. 

One was glad to see so young a member of the profession 
as Mr, J.S. Rubenstein reading a paper on Lord Cairas’ Act. 
It was listened to with marked attention, and from some 
expressions which fell from different members, it is quite 
evident that the paper imparted to them knowledge which 
they had not yet obtained from the Act. It produced an 
interesting discussion with regard to the future remunera- 
tion of solicitors, which will, of course, have to be 
materially altered when the Act in question comes into 
operation, A very earnest desire was expressed in differ- 
ent quarters that the council should speedily direct 
their attention to the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 
and without loss of time consult together as to 
the form in which it would be best to give effect to 
the Act and to prescribe those rules by which solicitors 
should be guided in the adoption of its provisions. There 
were many present from oatlying districts, who, in matters 
of this kind, have for the most part no other guide to 
follow than the directions of the council, who cannot give 
too close or too speedy a consideration to this really im- 
portant matter. A fear was expressed lest the members 
of the council, many of whom have had experience 
chiefly in the management of large matters, should be 
inclined to bestow too little attentioa in considering how 
provision should be made for the remuneration of those 
solicitors who have to deal with comparatively small pur- 
chases, mortgages, and sales, and whose interest in this 
respect has not hitherto been too much heeded by the 
council, It is those transactions, say from £300 up to 
£1,500 or £2,000, which form the great majority of the 
matters with which solicitors are constantly called upen 
to deal, and which very often give as much, if not more 
trouble, in consequence of the variety of dealings with 
them, than property of larger value. 

The meeting was indebted to Mr. Saunders for his 
excellent paper on Bills of Sale. Ab fiest there was a 
disposition to let Mr. Saunders have everything his own way. 
As was remarked by Mr. Bramley, of Sheffield, there is some- 
times a disposition at these provincial meetings to grasp oaly 
one idea, and because an important matter is ably dealt 
with from one point of view, to igaore what could probably 
be said on the other side, and hence resolutions are some- 
times passed with iusutiicient consideration, This is because 
the reader of the paper has been able to get up his subject 
fron his point of view, while those who may be disposed to 
take a contrary view, being iguorant of the line which the 
reader proposes to take, have consequently not had the 
opportunity of looking into the subject and formulating 
their ideas in such a manner as to be able 'to give satisfactory 
expression to what they would desire to say. The president 
wisely called for some resolution on the matter, at the same 
time pointing out the difficulties which the council had ex- 
perienced ia dealing with it owing to the differencss of 
opinion prevailing, not only between town and country 
members, but alao between town members ves and be- 
tween provincial members, The meeting was at this time largely 





attended, and those of the resolutions which were carri 
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may be taken as representing the views of the profession 
generally. Mr. Saunders was, of course, not satisfied with the 
result, and did not hail with very much -satisfaction the 
practical but logical course which Mr. Wake proposed to take 
with a view to rendering bills of sale altogether void. 

The position and prospects of the profession were ably 
dealt with by Mr. William Ford in his admirable paper. 
This gentleman was for many years a member of the 
council, and was president at the time when Mr. Clabon 
and others were so anxious, with a view, as it was thought, 
of effecting amalgamation, to introduce a school of law 
common to both branches of the profession. Mr. Ford natur- 
ally could not resist the temptation of referring to the 
objections which existed, and which still appear to exist, 
to that proposal, in favour of which very little can be said 
after the reasons s0 convincingly and powerfully urged 
by Mr. Ford. He gave his paper a practical turp, and 
concluded by a motion which in somewhat altered terms, 
wisely suggested by Mr. Walters, was ultimately adopted 
with perfect unanimity. No doubt the council, whose 
attention to this point has never been relaxed, will take 
the earliest available opportunity of giving effect to the 
resolution placing in their hands a power, subject to appeal, 
to dispense with the preliminary examination, or rather, as 
was suggested by some, to dispense with certain of the 
subjects now demanded. In dealing with this matter it 
should not be forgotten that one reason for introducing 
the dispensing power was to provide for the cases of those 
who had been many years in the profession, and who were 
naturally looking forward to their articles withont having 
to undergo the examination. Besides which the fact that 
the clerical and medical professions always insist upon an 
examination of this description is a powerful reason why 
this dispensing power should not in fature be exercised, 
save under the most exceptional circumstances. It was 
also felt that to insist upon the preliminary examination 
would give some protection against the temptation to which 
solicitors are liable to be exposed when asked to article 
clerks, not altogether qualified, but who otherwise threaten 
to leave, or who, in consideration, consent to receive a 
small salary or to serve a solicitor on satisfactory terms 
who bas but recently commenced to practice. Cases, it 
was stated, might be mentioned in which solicitors, either 
comparatively young or not too successful in the profession, 
had generously, but unwisely, yielded to the persuasion 
and pressure which had been employed. 

Some disappointment was felt that Mr. Keen had not 
found time to prepare one of those short, tersely-expreesed 
papers which have been expected almost as a matter of 
course. He took advantage, however, to get a resolution 
carried respecting the number of unqualified persons who 
still intrench upon the prerogatives of the solicitor at the 
expense of the public. In his hands the matter is sure to 
be effectively and judiciously handled, and next year he 
will be able to state the result of the council’s action with 
regard thereto. Some slight pressure it seems was put upon 
Mr. Manning to postpone the reading of his paper on 

Parliamentary Procedure, as being scarcely in harmony with 
the business which the meeting was assembled to tr t 


— 
mitted to the meeting, and the members’ views taken theres 


on. ' 

Mr: G. R. Dodd was both entertaining and instructive in hig 

essay on - ‘* Rights and Claims i” on ——— The 

r might, in some respects, have been advantageously 
ileeh wet closer chustinn samiooh tothe remarks contained 
in the latter part.. A meeting is liable to become impatientif 
too much time is occupied in tracing the mere antiquated 
history of a subject at the sacrifice of insufficient attention 
being given to the more practical part of the paper. Mr, 
Dodd may on another occasion take up some of his sugges. 
tions and argue them to a conclusion, and thus enable hig 
readers to see more clearly what are his conclusions and how 
far they are practicable. ; 
It was hardly to be expected that the meeting would be 
allowed to pass without a contribution from Mr. Godfrey, 
Although he was some time in arriving at the subject which 
was announced as the title of his paper, yet the president 
correctly ruled that he was in order in the way in which his 
subject wasdealt with. Mr. Godfrey would prefer that the 
council should have waited until they could secure the im. 
mediate transfer of the solicitor from one branch of the pro- 
fession to the other, but, as was explained on the part of the 
council, it was thought that they had not only acted a 
but well in the instalment of justice which they had accepted, 
and that reasons might be found to satisfy those who thought 
differently that the period of one year was from many points 
of view a wise arrangement. The feeling, however, of the 
meeting was to leave the matter in the hands of the council to 
do the best they could without bringing about that amalga- 
mation of the two branches of the profession which it seems 
to be the chief object of Mr. Godtrey to secure. 

An expression of regret was in some quarter felt that the 
meeting did not have the opportunity of hearing Mr, 
Kimber’s paper on the “ Abolition of Taxation upon Justice.” 
However instructive the paper might have been, it would cer- 
tainly at least have been amusing, and at meetings of this 
kind a little judicious hilarity frequently creates a pieasing 
diversion. ‘True, all the papers which are not read will be 
printed by the society and circulated in the usual way, but 
of course the papers do lose some of their value when not 
read, 

It was somewhat vnfortunate that Mr. Mackrell’s papep 
on “ Law Writers and Night Work” was not reached. It 
deals with an interesting subject, which a man of Mr, 
Mackrell’s experience and judgment would not be willing to 
take in hand, except he was sure of the need of calling 
attention to it. It would appear that there are a large 
number of evils operating in a variety of ways in consequence 
of the lateness of the hour at which solicitors give out copy- 
ing and engrossing work, and the unnecessarily early hour 
at which such work is required to be done, It is easy 
perceive that this leads to results which are unsatisiace 
tory to all parties—unsatisfactory to the men who 
have to do the work, and by no means sat 
to the stationer or the solicitor for whom the work 
tobe done. There are, of course, times when, during 
pending of a gut trial, copies must be made as expeditic 
as possible. It cannot be doubted that tbere is a great 
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The subject; however, of Parliamentary Agents was a few 
years since dealt with by Mr. Clabon, and from the expres- 
sions of approval with which certain observations made by 
Mr. pose were received, it cannot be doubted that it 
was, after al], well arranged that his paper should be read. 
It wes intended at its conclusion to interrogate Mr. Keen as 
to what hed been the result of his endeavour to induce 
the council to teke steps with a view to obtain from the 
profession a perliamentary representative, but the time was 
short, end the president was right in suggesting that the 
reading of the papers should be proceeded with. Mr, Keen 
hes not, I eam sure, Jost sight of the subject, and on the 
first fittin, ovity will, I hope, direct his attention 
thereto. It is, of course, a subject which will bear con- 
tiderstion, and can sflord to weit. Probably Mr. Manning, 
in preparing bis paper, wes influenced by a desire to further 
the movement. 

The fusion of the superior and inferior courts is subject 
which was fittingly noticed by Mr. F. K. Munton, and 
although there was no time to discuss any of hig various 
ee yet the day is pen not far distant when re- 

will take place in the direction indicated by him. If 


there bad tren time, the series of recommendations with 
which be ecneloded might conveniently bave been sub- 











of id a on - part hd rage =n eae ~— a 
iving out work too late in the day, and by requ 10 
ce done earlier in the morning then is calls ae tT 
cannot docbt that if this paper had been read, some resolution” 
would have been passed recommending the council to 
sider the matter, and to communicate with the prof 
thereon in such form as might be thought most sui 
The matter, however, will not be allowed to dro 
Mackrell is by no means a man who, having put his hand @ 
the plough, will be dispored to look back. He will, # 
doubt, communicate with the counvil, and furnish them wil 
suggestions a8 to the way in which he considers they.¢ 
efiectively deal with the matter. Indeed, I have just learm 
that if the opportunity bad offered, Mr. Mackrell would hat 
moved the following resolution :— ; hee 
“That this meeting, having been made acquainted wis 
the evils which result to law writers and their families tx 
a very large proportion of law stationers’ work having to 
done at night and on Sundays, end having been i 
that these evils could, to a great exfent, be remedied 
being given out by solicitors early in the day, or by 
being required to be sent home until the middle of t 
day, earnestly hope that the members of the society 
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establish this as @ regulation of their offices so far ae 
exigencies of business will allow.” ek 
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Jt is much to be desired that the papers by Mr. Hanhart 
and Mr. William Ford should be speedily circulated, as they 
will, no doubt, convey some useful information and sug- 

which may properly form the subject of considera- 
tion prior to the meeting which the council proposes to call 
on the subject of Legal Procedure. 

The extent to which I have ventured to trespass upon 

space must be the excuse for breaking off so abruptly, 
and with your petmission I will take an early opportunity 
of troubling you with some further remarks founded upon 
a clore observation of what took place at Brighton, just 
remarking, in conclusion, that I am sure those who were 
present will always cherish a most pleasing, agreeable, and 
instructive recollection of the society’s eighth provincial 
meeting. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


PracticE—IxgouncTIon—Ex Parte Motion sy Drrenp- 
ant—Rvzes or Court, 1875, orp. 52, R. 4.—A point of 
practice of some importance came before Cave, J., sitting in 
the Rolls Court as Vacation Judge, on the 19th inst., in a 
case of Ind v. Kayler, as to theright of a defendant to apply 
ex parte for an injunction against a plaintiff. The question 
arose upon & motion on behalf of the plaintiff in an action 
in the Chancery Division, a young officer in the army, for 
an injunction to restrain the defendant in the action, who 
was a money lender, from negotiating or otherwise dealing 
with certain bills given by the plaintiff to the defendant for 
money lent. The plaintiff having made default in meeting 
the bills, which had been renewed from time to time by the 
defendant on exorbitaut terms, the defendant brought an ac- 
tion in the Queen’s Bench Division to recover upon them, 
the writ being specially indorsed under Rules of Court, 1875, 
ord. 3, r. 6. The defendant also took out an ordinary 
debtor’s summons in the Court of Bankruptcy against the 
— The plaintiff, Ind, thereupon instituted an action 

the Chancery Division against the defendant, Kayler, 
claiming a declaration that the bills should stand only for the 
money actually advanced, with interest at the rate of five per 
cert. per annum, deducting the sums paid for renewal, in 
accordance with the decision in Nevill v. Snelling (L. R. 15 
Ch. D, 679), and then moved in that action for an injunc- 
tion as above mentioned. Cave, J., at first thonght it 
was unnecessary to have brought a separate action for the 
purpose in the Chancery Division, and that the plaintiff, 
as defendant in the Queen’s Bench action, might obtain 
the injunction in that action, and suggested that an ap- 
plication should be made for that purpose. Upon the 
spplication then being made in that action, his lordship 
ted the injunction till further order, Subsequently, 
fever, his attention having been called to the Rules of 
, 1875, ord. 52, r. 4, which provides that a plaintiff 

May move for an injunction either ex parte or on notice, 
bat that a defendant may move on notice only, his lordship 


held that he could not make the order ex parte in the 


Qneen’s Bench action, and therefore made it in the chan- 


4 _ etry action.—Soxicitors, Haynes & Clifton, 
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* Compayy—Two Winpixc-vr Petrrions—Carriace OF 
Onpzr.—In In re The Universities Co-operative Association 












ited), also before Cave, J., sitting as Vacation Judge, 

WO petitions had been presented for the winding up of the 
ly ; one by Rowden, a debenture holder and depositor, 

Whose petition had been presented before, but served on the 





















after, that presented by the other petitioners, 
& Co., the printers and creditors of the com- 
y. Both petitions had, however, been advertised in the 

om Gazette on the same day, Rowden’s petition standing 
but the latter petition had not been advertised in a 
ly povepaget seven clear days before the heariog as 

red by the rales under the Companies Act, 1862. The 
for Spottiswoode’s petition submitted that they were 
i to an order on their petition; or if an order were 
on both petitions, that they should have the carriage 
fit, The counsel for Rowden’s petition, on the other hand, 
eontended that an order should be mado on both petitions, 
and the carriage of it given to their client. Rowden’s 
Was supported by a large body of shareholders, 
holders, and depositors, Cava, J., made the 








usual compulsory order on both petitions, and gave the 
cai of it to Rowden.—Souicrrors, Nash § Ficléj 
Blagden ; 8. H. Turner ; F. W. Reynolds. 





TRADE-MARK—INFRINGEMENT—INJUNCTION—FoRM OF 
Oxper.—In Caruncho v. Stephenson, also before Cave, J., 
sitting as Vacation Judge, on the 19th inst., the plaintiffs 
were manufacturers and importers of cigars known as “La 
Intimidad”’ cigars. The defendant having sold cigars of 
an inferior quality under the same name, an injunction was 
granted, on the motion of the plaint:ffs, restraining “ the 
defendant, his servants, workmen, agents, travellers, and re- 
presentatives respectively, from selling, or causing or allow- 
ing to be sold, and from in any manner representing, or 
causing or procuring to be represented, any cigars manufac- 
tured, sold, or dealt in by the defendant as ‘ La Intimidad” 
cigars, or as the cigars manufactured, imported, or sold by 
the plaintiffs, or either of them; and also from affixing, or 
procuring or causing or allowing to be fixed, to any boxes 
of cigars manufactured or bought, or procured, or sold, or 
attempted to be sold, by the defendant, or otherwise using or 
employing, or permitting to be sold or employed, any labels, 
wrappers, brands, or marks used by the piaintifis or 
either of them, or so contrived or prepared as to represent or 
lead to the belief that the cigars manufactured or sold by the 
defendant were the cigars manufactured or sold by the 
plaintiffs, or either of them, and from using the words ‘ La 
Intimidad’ on any cigars, or boxes or wrappers containing 
cigars, so as to induce the belief that such cigars are 
manufactured or imported by the plaintiffs or either of 
them, pending the trial of this action.”-—Soricrrors, Lumley 
§ Lumley. 





Lesson aND LEsssE—ForcistE Entry—Iiuseat Pos- 
sEssion—5 Ric, 2, c. 28.—In the case of Hodges v. Laing, 
before Cave, J., sitting in the Rolls Court as Vacation Judge, 
on the 14th inst., the plaintiff moved for an injunction to 
restrain the defendant from pulling down premises in the 
plaintiff's occupation. It appeared that the plaintiff had 
been tenant of premises in King William-street, under a 
lease granted by the Charing Cross Hospital, and which lease 
expired on the 29th September, last. The plaintiff had, 
after the expiration of the lease, continued in possession, 
and, alleging that the hospital was under an agreement with 
him to renew his lease, had commenced an action against 
the hospital with respect to the agreement in question. The. 
defendant in the present action wasa builder, who, actin 
under the instructions of a gentleman to whom the hospi 
had granted a lease of the premises in King William-street, 
had forcibly entered those premises, and, against the plain- 
tiff’s will, pulled down portions, and proceeded to make 
certains alterations desired by the new lessee. Counsel on 
bebalf of the plaintiff contended that, he was entitled to an 
injunction on the ground that, whether or not the possession. 
of the plaintiff was legal, yet the forcible entry of the de- 
fendant was illegal, and against the statute 5 Ric. 2, c. 28,. 
which requires entry not to be made with a strong hand, but 
legally. ‘The decision of Fry, J., was cited in Beddall v. Mait~ 
land cL. R. 17 Ch. D. 174), and the very recent decision of 
the same learned judge in Edwick v. Hawkes. Cave, J., 
said in deciding the question before him he did not on the 
one hand wish it to go forth that he was upholding a forcible 
entry, but he did not on the other hand wish it to be thought 
that he was deciding that the plaintiff was legally in posses- 
sion. His lordship, under the circumstances, considered the 
proper course would be to make no order, but the defendant 
must give an undertaking not to commit a foreible entry. — 
Soxrcrrors, Rose Innes ¢ Son ; Dubois § Reid. 


InJuncTion—PrivaTe CorRESPONDENCE— Lipet.—In the 
case of Evans v, Digdy, also before Cave, J., om the 14th 
inst., the plaintiff moved for an injanction to restraia the 
defendant from publishing letters written by the plaintiff 
to the defendant. It appeared that the defendant had 
published a single letter written by the plaintiff to the 
defendant, The letter thus published was handed to 
Cave, J., for perusal. Cavs, J., after the: 


letter, said it waa an atrocious libel and that the writer 
could not be granted the protection sought for, His lord- 
ship was not prepared to recognize any property in such 
a document, and the motion must bediemissed with costa. 
—Soxicrrors, Peacock ¢ Goddard > A. Jones, 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The second meeting of the autumn session of this society 
waa held in the Law Library, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham, 
on Tuesday, the 27th ult. The chair was taken by 
Edwin Parry, Esq., registrar of the Birmingham County 
Court. The minutes of the previons meeting having 
been read and confirmed, a debate took place on moot point 
No. 652: “ A. dies leaving a legacy to B. of £2,000 charged 
on his (A.’s) real and personal. property payable on the death 
of his widow C. The property, consisting of realty to the 
value of £1,000 and personalty to the value of £9,000, is not 
to be sold under the terns of A.’s will until: C.’s death. B. 
-dies before C., having bequeathed his legacy to a. charity. 
Wonld the charity derive any benefit. under B.’s will ?” Mr. 
Barrows opened the discussion on the affirmative side, and 
was supported by Messrs. T. C. J. Brown, E. C. Rogers, and 
‘W. S. Rogers. Mr. Ludlow led on the negative side, and was 
supported by Messrs. Robinson, Whitehouse,and G. Huggins. 
After the opening speakers on either side had replied, the 
chairman summed up, and on the question being put to the 
meeting, it was decided in the negative by; a-msjority of one. 
A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 

The 693rd ordinary meeting of the Birmingham Law 
Stndents’ Society was held in the Law Library, Bennett’s- 
hill, Birmiogham, on Tuesday, the llth inst., A. J. 
-O’Connor, Esq:, in the chair. ere was a good attend- 
ance, twenty-nine members of the society being present. 
“The moot point for discussion was as follows :—‘‘A. is a 
pend in acoach ; the coach is run into and overturned 

y another vehicle, and A. sustains injury. Can A. 
recover dam for his injury from the owners of the 
other vehicle, notwithstanding that there was contributory 
negligence on the part of the driver of the coach in which 
A. was?” The kers on the affirmative side were 
Messrs. Smith, Lawden, Ryland, Stevens, Barrows, 
‘Restall, and Cochrane ; and on the negative side Messrs. 
Corbett, G. Huggins, Coley, Clark, and E. C. Rogers. 
The discussion was sustained with spirit, and the opening 
speakers on either side having replied, the chairman 
summed up and put the question to the meeting. The 
votes were equal, upon which the chairman gave his 
casting vote in favour of the negative. A vote of thanks 
to the chairman concluded the meeting. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Josern Brappgvry, solicitor, of Oldham, Saddle- 
worth, and Ashton-under-Lyne, has been appointed Clerk 
to the Saddleworth Board of Guardians, Assessment 
Committee, Rural Sanitary Authority, and School Attend- 
ance Committee. Mr, Bradbury was admitted a solicitor in 
1877. 

Mr. CuAries Maxson, solicitor (of the firm of Makin- 
son & Faller), of Manchester, has been elected an.Alderman 
for the Borough of Salford. Mr. Makinson was admitted 
solicitor in 1857. 

Mr. Joun Harris Savane, solicitor, of Kingsbridge, bas 
been appointed Clerk to the Kingsbridge Board of 
Guardians, Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary 
Anthority. Mr. Square is the son of Mr. John Henry 
Square, registrar of the Kingsbridge Ccunty Court. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1874, and is in partoership with bis 
father. 

Mr. Ricnarp Penper TYAckz, solicitor, of St. Ives and 
Hayle, has been elected Town Clerk of the Borough of St, 
Ives, in succession to Mr. Thomas Brookiag Williams, 
resigned. Mr. Tyacke was admitted a solicitor in 1873. 

Mr. Porter Wixs0n, solicitor, of Louth and Alford, has 
been appointed Registrar of the Louth County Court 
{Cireuit No. 17), in succession to Mr. Charles Michael 
Waite, resigned. Mr, Wilson was admitted a solicitor in 
1864. He is in partnership with his father, Mr. James 
Pay Wilson, who is clerk to the county magistrates at 


Mr. Mosize F. Monren-Wiiit1ams (of the firm of Bed- 


——=—X 

& Monier-Williams), has been appointed a Commis, 
sioner for Oaths inthe High Court of Madras, and to take 
| Acknowledgments of Married Women: in respect of Property 
‘in India, Mr. Monier-Williems isa son of Professor Monign. 
| Williams, 0.1.E., the Boden Professor of Sansorit'in thy 

University of Oxford. ! 


fo 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Tomas Ernenmwce Harper, Ernest Broan, and Jony 
Barroock, solicitors, 23, Rood-lane, London. October 12) 
So far as regards the said Ernest Broad. The busines 
will in future be carried on by the said Thomas Etheridgy 
Harper and John Battoock, at the above address. 

[ Gazette, Oct. 14, 1881,] 
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COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Joint Stock ComPaANIEs. 


Lraitep In CHANCERY, 
. 


Atrreton AERATED Water Company, Liuiren.—Kay, J, kas; 
an order dated Aug 23, appointed William Watson, Alfreton, 
be official liquidator 

Borover Loan anp Discount Company, Liwi1rep.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Oct 14, directed to be heard before Cave, J, 
on Oct 26. Pitman and Son, Queen Victoria st, agents for Ash 
mall, Hanley, solicitor for the petitioners 

Lisgrra Corrgze Company, Limirep.—Cave, J, has, by an order 
dated Aug 24, appointed William Lewis Clifton Browne, Queen st, 
to be official liquidator 

Norrsery Counties Banx, Lruirep.—By an order made by py 
J, dated Sept 28, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up 
the above bank be continued. Nash and Field, Queen st, agents 
for Pybus, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, solicitor for the petitioner 

Sovurmeyp Mariwe Parace Company, Limirep,—Petition for wink 
ing up, presented Oct 5, directed to be heard before Fry, J, an 
Nov 4. Hollingsworth and Co, East India avenue, solicitors for 
the petitioners 

Sr. Jonn’s-strzert (Braprorp) Taratre anp Concert Ham 
Company, Limitep.—Kay, J, has, by an order dated Oct 6, ap, 
— William Martello Gray, Kirkgate, Bradford, to be official 

iquidator 

Sr. Vincent’s Rocxs Hore Company, Lurrep.—Petition for 

winding up, prreenins Oct 10, directed to be heard before Fry, J, 

on Nov4. Clarke and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitors for the 


petitioner 
[ Gazette, Oct. 14] 


Granp Dvucuess Sritver Leap ayp Barytes Mrnine Comp. 
Liuirep.—Petition for winding up, presented July 28, di 
to be heard before Hall, VC, on Nov 4. Jones and Co, Lincoln’ 
inn fields, agents for Hughes and Son, Aberystwith, solicitors for 
the petitioner oe 

Surron Park Crystat Patace Company, Loses ae J, i 
- an order dated Sept 27, appointed Edward Harold F 

aterloo st, Birmingham, to be official liquidator 

Werttey Brick anp Porrery Company, Limrrgep.—Petition 
winding up, presented Oct 12, directed to be heard before H 
VC, on Nov 4, Russel, Coleman st, solicitor for the petition 

[ Gazette, 


Farenpiy Societies Dissonven, 


Iron DrussErs’ Unitep Sick anp Buriat Socrery, Star Ho 
Gt Ancoates st, Manchester. Oct 11 

Union Lizerat Socrety, Providence Schoolroom, Brierfl 
Burnley, Lancaster. Oct 10 

Woorton Brirons’ Frrenpuiy Socrery, Red}Lion Inn, Woe 


Northampton. Oct 12 pes 
(Gazette, Oct, 14] 


Oxy Mranows Cotiirery Accipent ayp Burtan Society, 
Inn, Bacup. Oct 13 a 
Soutnern Star Union Daventers oy Taemprrance So0cr 
Brougham rd, Southsea, Hants. Oct 15 : a 
Union Brotuzrs Society, Lion Inn, Lamarsh, Essex, Oct 4 ~ 
( Gazette, Oot 18:5 


SvusrENDED For Taree Montus rrom Oct, Il. 


Court Parapise ReGatnen, 176, A.O.F. Socmry, Odd Feller 
Hall, Upper Green, Keighley, York : 


GuayMor Frienpiyx Society, Royal Exchange Inn, Lianelly att 
Carmarthen 
Gomer Loner or Taur Ivonirgs Farenpix Socrety, Swan 


Beaufort Ironworks, Liangattock, Brecknock 
Parcs ov Watus Bewagrir Socrery, Red Lion Inn, 


morgan a 
TALIEsiIN-AB-JoLO Loner or True Iverrres Far ¥ oC 

Swan Inv, Beaufort Ironworks, Llangattock, Brecknook, ge 
[@agette, ! 
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Commis, ] Aaa, Teemem, Canenewe. ni,, Gteantond: HI, Ho, Dec 3. Wilde 
renal CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. Suxrinb, Hutza lost, Buckland ter, Plymouth. Dec 1. Phillipe 
Monim HE cRzDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. Surrm, Hnacs, Elm Cottage, Ealing. Nov 30. Butterfield, Iron- 
Cin the TORS PAST DAY OF CLAIM. 7 ~we 





Acpersos, Wittsow, Aston, York, Rector of Aston. Dec 25, 
iene mie, Eckington 
Binpiey, Taeorativs, St Peter’s rd,Cruydon. Oct 29. Rowland, 


Croydon 
| Broapwoop, THomas, Cornwall gans, § South Kensington, Esq. 
nd Jony Nov 10. Johnsons and Co, Austin Friars 
ober 12; Davison, — ws Licensed Victualler. Nov7. Bremner 
and Co, Liverpoo! 
business Bowanvs, Lewis, Bedlino ino; Gelligaer, Glamorgan, Gent. Nov 15. 
theridgs James and Co, Merthyr 
Fostzr, Rev Jossrx, Greatham, Southampton, Clerk. Nov 19. 
88 Young and Co, St Mildred’s ct Poultry 
, 1) GARNETT, GEORGE, ater, Westmoreland, Farmer. Oct 28. 
Gatey, Ambleside 
Guiry, DoveLas A ney St James’ sq, Esq. Nov ll. Bowlings and 
Co, Essex st, Strand 
Howarp, James, Tonge, Lancaster, Architect. Oct 31. Clark, Old- 
ham 
Lawrencr, Jonn, Bentley, Arksey, York, Miller. Decl. Parkin 
, Doncaster 
MILts, WALTER Grorexr, Bridgwater sq, House Agent. Nov 2. 
Prideaux and Sons, Goldsmiths’ hall, Foster lane 
Moorz, Epwarp, Trent Vale, Stoke’ upon Trent, Gent. Oct 31. 
Challinor, Hanley 
Ouiver, Joun, Lofthouse in Cleveland, York, Carrier. Oct 24. 
ty hg 
Pavu, Water Jonny, Buc eigh, Devon, Esq. Nov ls. Avory, 
Eas, by Sessions House, Old Bailey 
reton, to Pyrrxr, Dario, South Shields, Durham, Seaman. Dec 1. Thomson, 
P South 
ition for Sarre, Fel Epe@ar, Great Ryburgh, Norfolk, Miller. Dec 1. 
Cave, J, Carthew and Girling, East Dereham 
for Ashe sur, J Joms, Littleport, Cambridge, Builder. Nov 14. Archer and 
Son, E: 
esrdl serouor, Jouy, Southport, Lancaster, Esq. Nov 1. Mather, 
ace ewe, Bunbury, Chester. Oct 18. Cawley, T rley 
by Surcrivrz, Jonn, Anthony terrace, Acton, Plumber. Nov 12. 
bg up Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 
t, agents ‘Taomas, MorGan, Gelignen, Glamorgan, Farmer. Nov 15. James 
wells and Co, Merthyr Tydfil 
or winds Waker, MarGaret, Liverpool, Pickle Manufacturer, Oct 17. 
LY, J, om Mason and Grierson, Liverpol 
rs for Wartox, Samunn, Macclesfield, Chester, Gent. Oct 20. Mair and 
: Co, Macclesfield 
mt he ‘Waatury, Fe ag oe ae am gga Set 
terrace, Sout! ensington, Nov 10 gram and Co, 
2 official Lincoln’s inn fields . 
ion’ WHEELER, b age 3 Stretham, Cambridge, Butcher. Nov 14, 





Archer and Son, E 







ery, J, WHITTLE, co Frampton on Severn, Gloucester, Gent. Oct 
oe 21, Ansell, Birmingham 
sts 14] Wrieut, Rev Harry, Ilfracombe, Devon, Clerk. Nov7. Tice- 


hurst.and Sons, Cheltenham 





[ Gazette, Oct. 4.] 
Axprews, Evizasetu, Sherborne, Dorset, and Beysamrn CHanp- 
usr, Sherborne, Gent. Nov 1 
Aysticz, Saran, South Petherton, Somerset. Nov 12. Poole, South 
n 









erto 
x, Jonny Davrp, Richmond ter, Shepherd’s Bush Green, Civil 
; Nov 1. Masterman and Co, New Broad st 

Buryany, Sir Wint11mM Epwarp, Junior Carlton Club, Pall Mall, 
* Bart. Novll. Garrard and Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall East 
R, Exitzaperu, Dover. Dec 5. Lewis, Dover 
Sornta, Cambridge. 


: Ouarx, mgr Albert rd, Regent’s park. Dec 15. Finch and Co, 
; Gray’s in : 

Nov 30. Clifford 
Nov 5. Trafford 


Nov 7. Collins and Co, Green- 








Jan 8, Eadens and Knowles, Cam- 









mn sq 
ic oonsxt0x, Jonas, ponatiatriass, Merchant. 
“Goon, Narnawien, Birkenhead, Chester, Gent. 
‘and Cook, Ni 
= Janz, Forest Hill, Kent 
Hewry, Bristol, Captain in her ‘weal 8 26th Regiment. 
Baker and Langworthy, Bristo 
rt Gores, Kippax, York, le Oct 22. Lister, 
a Write Farperick, Manchester, Bookkeeper. Dec 10. 
: Manchester 
ie ik, Coal Merchant. Dec 30. Crumbie, York 
ork. eee. Crumbie, York 
urham. Nov 21. Bell and Son, West 
Wittrax, Whitbourne, Hereford, Gent. Nov 15. Rogers, 
aie RWI XAND ~ Wood Burcote, Towcester, Northampton, 
y Fis . Nov 6. mona Towcester 


Up; Clapton, Timber Merebant. 
5. a ee iano, Cheapsid : : 
Stretham-cum: 


















pside 
Thetford, Cambridge, Publican. 
ly 


Son, 
‘ empston, Devon, Yeoman. Nov 19, Ed- 
. yp Aww, Wilton crescent, Nov 14. Palmer and 
: = in rd, ratty pe ecnes eu 
ero ‘ov 
g, Chancery lane " 
ham. Noy 15. Wake and Sons, Sheffield 











Sura, Wu Houses, Brixton Rise, Nov.. 14. 

Baker and naa Gon kanookate inn fields eg 

Syowvon, Joux, ead, Durham, Ship Chandler. Nov 30. 
Ingledew and Daggett, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Tempzst, James, Bradford, York, Yeoman. Nov 10. Lancaster 
and Co, Bradford 

Wits, Jaws, Ynysbach, Liandyfrydog, Anglesea. Nov 2. 
Owen, High st, Bangor 

WittiaMms, Rev. Tsomas, Northop, Flint, Clerk. Nov9. Beyfus 
and Beyfus, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Yarges, Gzorazs Hay Suyru, Newton aeaehs Devon, Retired Major, 
Nov 5, Francis and Co, Newton Abbo 
[ Gazette, Oct. 7.] 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota of REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. Count oF ¥.0.Bacom, V.C. Hitt 
Tuesday. Oct. 25Mr.Latham Mr.Farrer Mr. Cobby 
Wednesday.... 26 Leach Teesdale J 
Thursday .... 27 Latham Farrer Cobby 
Friday ...... 28 Leach Teesdale Jackson 
Saturday...... 29 Latham Farrer Cobby 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Fer. Kay. Cuitrr. 
Tuesday, Oct. 25Mr. Koo Nr. ieee. King 
Wednesday.... 26 Clowes Merivale 
Thursday .... 27 Koe enboten King 
Friday ...... 28 Clowes Ward Merivale 
Satarday...... 29 Koe Pemberton King 


WINTER CIRCUITS. 

South-Eastern (Lord Coleridge, C.J.) — Norwich and 
City, Monday, October 24; Cambridge, Thursday, Osto- 
ber 27; Maidstone, Monday, October 31; Chelmsford, 
Monday, November 7. Oxford (Cotton, LJ. )—Oxfora, 
Wednesday, October 26; Gloucester and City, Monday, 
October 31 ; Stafford, Monday, November 7, North and 
South Wales (Lush, L..J,)—Chester, Satarday, October 22 ; 
Swansea, Monday, October 31. Western (Williame, aj 
Bristol, Satarday, October 22; Exeter and City, Saturday, 
October 29 ; Winchester, Saturday, November 5. Midland 
(Mathew, J.)—Bedford, Tuesday, October 25 ; Leicester 


| and Borough, Monday, October 31 ; Nottingham and Towr, 


Monday, November 7; Warwick, Monday, November 14, 
North-Eastern (Cave, J.)—Newcastle and Town, Monday, 
October 24; Darham, Thursday, October 27; York and 
City, Wednesday, November 2. Northera (Kay, J.)— 
Carlisle, Monday, October 31; Manchester, Thursday, 
November 3 ; Liverpool, Saturday, November 12. 
Criminal business only will be taken at these Assizes, 








SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Oct. 26.—Messre. EDwin Fox & Bovusrigexp, at the Mart, at 
2 p.m., Freehold Estates (see advertisement, this week, p. 944) 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH 

CHapMAN.—Jaly 24, at mean New Zealand, the wife of 
Frederick Revans Chapman, of the Inner Temple, barrister, 
of a son. 

Fox.—Oot. 13, at 13, Caledonia-place, Clifton, Bristol, the wife 
of Charles Edward Fox, of the Ianer Temple, barrister-at- 
law, of » daughter. 

La1nG.—Oot. 11, at 46, Ladbroke-grove, W., the wife of John 
G. Laing, of Lincoln’, s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
LoNnGMORE.—Oct. 10, the wife of Charles Elton Longmore, of 

Hertford, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Upat.—Oet. 15, at Richmond, Sarrey, the wife of John Symonds 
Udal, of the Inuer Temple. barrister-at-law, of a daughter, 
MARRIAGES. 
FiLorence—Barns.—Oct. 6, at St. Marylebone Parish Church 
Ernest Badinius Florence, of 14, Emperor’s-gate, South Ken- 
sington, barrister-at-law, to Ada Constanca 7 Carr Jack- 
aon, daughter of Robert Barney, M.D., of Harley-street, 

Cavendish-equare, 








HutTcutnes—ATKIn.— Oct. 5, Charles Robert Hutchings,M.A. 
of Bournemouth, solicitor, to Lizetta Mar , daughter of Alfred 
A. Atkin, of Bayfield, Branksome Park, yarnemouth. 
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Rowszs—SraruamM.—Oct. 11, at Sydenham, Henry roar 
Rowre, M.A., of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to . 
daughter of Henry Mills Sparham, The Warren, Forest-hill. 

Satissury—Tvucker.— October 15, at St. Paul’s Church, 
Herne-hill, by the Rev. William Powell, vicar, Charles 
Swinbourne Salisbury, of Herne-hill, S.E., to Florence, 
third daughter of John Tucker, solicitor, 68, Chancery-lane, 
W.C. No cards. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Frrpay, Oct. 14, 1881, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Stammers, Frederick William, New Cross rd, Draper. Pet Oct 13. 
Pepys. Nov 2 at 12.30 
Tompson, Thomas Moulton, Huntingdon st, Barnsbury, Journeyman 
Butcher. Pet Oct 10. Hazlitt. Oct 26 at1 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Beales, Daniel, Attleborough, Norfolk, Farmer. Pet Oct 12. Cooke. 
Norwich, Oct 26 at 12 
Davison, Samuel, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Butcher. Pet Oct 11. 
Gale. Cheltenham, Oct 31 at 11 
Harris, George, Walker, Northumberland, Brick Manufacturer. Pet 
Oct 8. Dagget. Newcastle. Oct 27 at 11 
Hunt, Joseph, Snaith, York, Maltster. Pet Oct 10. Mason. Wake- 
field, Oct 26 at 12 
Ives, John, Hyde, Chester, Brush Manufacturer. Pet Oct10. Hall. 
Ashton-under-Lyne, Oct 27 at 11 
Smith, Elizabeth, Leeds, Dressmaker. Pet Oct 12. Marshall. 
TvzEspayY, Oct. 18, 1881, 


Leeds, Oct 26 at 11 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Lyons, Charles, Fenchurch st, Tailor. Pet Oct 15. Pepys. Nov 2 
at 12.30 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Back, Leonard, Aslacton, Norfolk, Farmer, Pet Oct 12. Cooke. 
Norwich, Oct 29 at 31 
Elliott, James George, and Robert William Drew Lamble, Liverpool, 
Tailors. Pet Oct 7. Bellringer. Liverpool, Oct 31 at 12 
Esplin, Alexander, Tideswell, Derby, Joiner. Pet Oct 14. Weller. 
thy, Nov 3 at 12 - 
Scholes, James, Hyde, Chester, Beerseller. Pet Oct 13. Hall. 
Asbton-under-Lyne, Nov 3 at 11 
White, George, Guildford, Surrey, Draper. Pet Oct 15. White. 
Guildford, Oct 29 at 11 
Williams, Watkin, Cardiff, Builder. Pet Oct 13. Langley. Cardiff, 
Oct2satll |. 
Wotton, Edwin, Taunton, Somerset, Auctioneer. Pet Oct 14. Meyler. 
Taunton, Oct 29 at 10 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farmay, Oct. 14, 1881. 
Keene, Edward, New Bond st, Chemist’s Manager. Oct 11 
TveEspay, Oct. 18, 1881, 
Higgins, Ann, Torquay, Devon. Oct 13 
Pritchard, William, Llandudno, Carnarvon. Oct 12 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Ferpay, Oct. 14, 1881, 
Ascott, John, Colchester, Essex, Upholsterer. Oct 27 at 12 at offices 
of Prior, Head st, Colchester 
Atkinson, Myers, Shipley, York, Grocer. Oct 27 at 11 at offices of 
Hutchinson and Son, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Banks, James, Tabard st, Southwark, Undertaker. Nov 2 at3 at 
offices of Chipperffeld, Trinity st, Southwark 
Barningham, Charles, Owston, Lincoln, Stonemason. Oct 27 at 3 
at Red Lion Hotel, Epworth. Newborn, Epworth 
Bartle, Rev. George, Formby, Lancaster, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Novy 2 at 2 at offices of Norris and Sons, Union court, Castle st, 
Liverpool 
Basnett, Samnel, and James Jones, Denton, Lancaster, Hat Manu- 
a Oct 28 at 4 at offices of Brooks and Co, Caeapside, Man- 
¢ ter 
Benney, Richard, jan, Malpas, nr, Truro, Cornwall, Ship Chandler. 
Nov 1 at 11 at offices of Carlyon and Son, Princes st, Truro 
Best, George Frederick, Railton rd, Brixton, Glass Dealer. Oct 25 
at 3 at offices of Hanson, King st, Cheapside. Wetherfield, Queen 
at, Cheapside 
Biackbarn, Thomas, West pentivgost, Durham, Market Gardener. 
Oct 29 at 4 at Stranton Hotel, West Hartlepool 
Bone. Charles Cooper, sen., Southwark Bridge rd, Carman, Oct 25 
at 3 at offices of Chi sid, Trinity st, Southwar'! 
Bradbury, Henry, Hednesford, Stafford, Beer Retailer. 
at offices of Cotterell and Carter, Bridge st, Walsall 
EBraime, Kawin, Liverpool, Milliner. Oct 27 at 3 at offices of Harris 
and Gorst, Harrington st, Liverpool 
Brangwin, John Arthur, Bray, Berks, Grocer. Oct 27 at 12atoffices 
A Ward, the Kiras, Broadway, Maidenhead 
Brooks, George, Salford, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Oct 26 at 3 
at Mice of Tremewen, Ward's bldgs, Deans: , Manchester 
Batcher, Alfred Robert, Wellingborough Soran, Ironmonger. 
oe oy 12 at offices of Burnham and Henry, High st, Welling- 
HK 
Chapman, Thoraas Henry, Leeds, Grocer. Oct 27 at 2 at the Law 
Inatitnte, 1a, Albion pl, Leeds, Malcolm, Leeds 
Charchill, George, Birmingham, Iron Merchant. Oct 26 at 3 at 
Mices A Vallows, Che at, Birmingham 
Cockrell, William Worledge, Vast Mernea, Kasex, Farmer. Oct 25 
at 4 at Mices of Jones and Son, Townhall chmbra, Colchester 


Nov 1 at 11 





Collins, Thomas, Oldbury, Worcester, Coalmaster. Oct 28 at 12a 
offices of Caddick, New st, West Bromwich 

Cocper, Thomas, chester, Grocer. Oct 28 at 2 at the Cathedral 
Hotel, Fennell st, Manchester. Law, Manchester = 

Cuthbert, Jonathan, Thundridge, Hertford, Farmer. Oct 28 at 
the Dimsdale Arms, Hotel, Hertford. Baker and Thomeyera, 
Bishop’s Stortford 


Davis, Henry, Manchester, Commission Agent. Oct 24 at3 at thy 


Falstaff Hotel, Market pl, Manchester. Tremewen, Manchester — 
illiam, Manchester, Tailor. Oct 28 at 11 at offiggs 


wse, Robert Wil 
of Bates and Jellicorse, Market st, Manchester 
Dugdale, Arthur, Clayton-le-Moors, Lancaster, Grocer. Oct 27a, 
11 at office of Haworth, Lord st, West Blackburn 


Dunthorne, John Hall, Stockton on Tees, Tailor. Oct 21 ata a 


offices of Best, High st, Stockton on Tees 

Dyson, Montague, Halifax, Beerhouse Keeper. Oct 26 at 11 at offices 
Rhodes, Horton st, Halifax 3 

Evans, Henry, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Tailor. Oct 23 at 12a 
offices of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Fagg, Alexander Thomas Smith, Capel le Ferne, nr Folkestone, 
Kent, Farmer. Oct 26 at 1 at the Royal Hotel, Folkestone, 
Mowll and Co 

Ford, Thomas, Littleover, Derby, Coal Dealer. Oct27 at11 at offices. 
of Hextall, Full st, Derby Fi 

Fox, Isaac Arthur, Sheffield, Cowkeeper. Oct 27 at 11 at offices of 
Clayton, Norfolk st 

Frost, John Thomas, Derby, Tailor. Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Robot. 
ham, St Alkmund’s Churchyard, Derby 

Gilbert, James, Plymouth, Cabinet Maker. Oct 26 at 3 at offices of 
Stanbury, Princess sq, Plymouth 

Greaves, William, Buxton, Derby, Grocer. 
Bennet, Terrace rd, Buxton 

Gregory, William, Gregory, Burnley, Lancaster, Tanner. Noy 
4 at = at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral-steps, Manchester. Knowles, 
Burnley 

Gutteridge, Joseph, Tipton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Oct # 
at 2 at offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Hardy, William Christopher, Great Grimsby, Cabinet Makers, Og} 
26 at 2.30 at offices}of Mason, Victoria st South, Great Grimsby 

Harryman, George, Mereworth, Kent, Grocer. Oct 25 at 11,30 a 
offices of Norton and Son, Earl st, Maidstone 

Henry, David, Tyssen st, Bethnal Green rd, Chair Manufacturer, 
ps 31 at3 at offices of Prockter and Andrews, Princes st, Spital 

elds 

Hipwell, Thomas, Croydon, Surrey, Surveyor. Oct 25 at 2 at offices 
of Hogan and Hughes, Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

Hopewell, John, Salford, Lancaster, Draper. Oct 31 at 3 at offices 
of Leigh, Brown<st, Manchester 

Horner, Calvert, Skipton, York, Plumber. Oct 27 at 3at Ship Hotel 
Skipton 

Horsfield, William, Kimberley, Nottingham, Engineer, Oct 28 at If 
at offices of Martin and Son, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Howarth, Isaac, Royton, nr Oldham, Lancaster, Butcher. Oct 26 at$ 
at offices of Anderton and Donnelly, Garden st, Bury 

Ingley, William, Birmingham, Bootmaker. Oct 25 at 1 at offices of 
Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 

Ives, John, Aivesthorpe, Wakefield, York, Contractor. Oct 31 at 4at 
offices of Kemp, Barstow sq, Wakefield 

Nov 3at 11 a& 


Johnson, Charles Richard, Crewe, Chester, Grocer. 
Kilmister, Daniel, Bedminster, Bristol, Builder. Oct 24 at 12 @ 


Novl at 3 at offices of 


offices of Hill, Market st, Crewe 


+ ag of Murly and Co, Old Post office chambers, Corn st, Bri 


to 

Kirby, Peter, Norton, nr Doncaster, York, Farmer. Oct 27 at 3a 
Elephant Hotel, Doncaster. Lister, Wakefield 

Kirkup, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Chemist. Oct 26 at 2 at offi 
of Wallace, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Knight, William, Nottingham, Pork Pie Maker. Nov 3 at 4 at offi 
of Cockayne, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 5 

Lee, Patrick, Crewe, Chester, Egg Importer. Oct 26 at 11 at All 
chbrs, Church side, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 

Lewis, Howell, Lianelly, Grocer. Oct 25 at 11 at offices of Ho 
Stepney st, Llanelly 

Liddell, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Manure Merchant. © 
at 3 at offices of Holmes and Robson, Pilgrim st, Newei 
Tyne a 

Longbottom, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ging Beer Manufact 
Oct 21 at 12 at offices of Hall, Bishop lane, Kingston-upon-Hull - 


Oct 21 at 11 at offic 
Lowe, Rev. William, Bunbury, Chester. Oct 27 at 11 at offi 
Cooke, Temple chbrs, Oak st, Crewe = 
Martin, Robert Ferguson, Newport, Monmouth, Supervisor of 
land Revenue. Oct 27 at 12 at offices of Gibbs and i 


Lowe, Peter Walker, Salford, Painter. 
Connor, Princess st, Manchester 


Mason, Henry, Bourn, North Fen, Lincoln, Farmer. Oct 28 at 
Calthrop, Spalding os 
‘armer, Nov 7 at 11 at Wh 
D’ Albani, Newmarket ie 
McCann, Henry, and Louis McCann, Birmingham, Glass 


Bridge st, Newport E 


at Angel Hotel, Bourn, 
Mason, Robert, Burwell, Cambridge, 
Horse Inn, Burwell. 
Manufacturers, Oct 27 at 3 at offices of Maher, Upper Temple 
Birmingham ' E 
Niven, Robert, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Nov 7 at2 ato 
| pn ae Co, North John st, Liverpool, Lowndes 
Averpoo 
Nurse, George, Bedford, Commercial Traveller. Oct 27 at 11 
George Hotel, Bedford. Jessopp Bed a 
Parker, Joshua, and Charles ‘homas Parker, Norwic h, 
mongers, Oct 28 at 12 at offices of Sadd and 's 
Norwich 
Pearson, Charles William, Walsall, Stafford, Retail Brewer. 
at 10,15 at , Temple st, Birmingham : 
Plant, Mathew, Smethwick, Stafford, Grocer, Oct 28 at 3 at of 
of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham nt eo 
Pointon, Samuel, Manchester, Coal Merchant, Nov 1 at 4 atot 
of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk at, Mi ! P 
Raitt, William Heury, High st, Deptford, , 31 
offices of Champion and Co, Ironmonger lane, re 
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mar, Jones Cond 24, 8 neentent DR, Grocer, Oct 24 at 2 at 
Beater, ne King’st, Cheapside, ’ Wetherfield, Queen st, 
, Glamorgan, Tailor. Oct 27 at 12 at 

of a mig Ly st, Merthyr 
lan Ran Tobacconist, Oct 31 at 2 


dall, Reading, aie, 
at 145, Cheapside Robinson, King st, Snow Hill 
Spanton, Stutton, Suffolk, Farmer. Oct 27 at 
» Museum st, Ipswich. Birkett and 


wich 
oe Spilsby, gene Innkeeper. Oct 27 at 2at 
eer 


leby and va, Spi 
gent, Chas arrive. Oct 27 at 2 at offices of 
gen st. Cotton, St Martin’s-le-grand 


Scott, a teetamin Dickinson, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Licensed 
Viemaller. Oct 21 at 3 at offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle- 


pentt, Walter Trigg, Ipswich, Suffolk, Coal Merchant’s Clerk. 
Oct 26 at 11 at Traders Association, Post Office chmbrs, Ipswich. 

Birkett and Bantoft, Ipswich 
Boot and Shoe Dealer. 


Albert, . Liverpool, 
Montague, Bucklers- 


Sharman, George 
ond $at2at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 


em, Ebenezer, and James Henry Wellington, Walworth rd, 

Cheesemongers. Oct 27 at 12 at Bridge House Hotel, London 
idge. Wade, Clifford’s-inn 

Smith, Charles Thomas, Kidderminster, Worcester, Licensed 
Victualler. Oct 26 at 3 at offices of Roden and Dawes, Bank bldgs, 
Kidderminster 

Smith, Francis Thomas, West Dulwich, Surrey, Nurseryman, 

Novl = 2at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. ichael, Gt Win- 


chester st 
Spencer, Joseph, Chesterfield, Licensed Victualler. Oct 27 at 3 at 
offices of Hextall, Full st, Derb M 
Swarbrick, John, and William warbrick, Blackburn, Lancaster, 
agen "Oct 27 at 3 at offices of Malam Brothers, Exchange 
urn. 
? 
Thomas, John, eeey, Carmarthen, Grocer. Oct 26 at 3 at offices 
of Snead, Lianelly 
Thompstone, Samuel, Fradley, Stafford, Farmer, Oct 28 at 11 at 
offices of Fisher and Co, Ashby-de- la-Zouch, Leicester 
Townend, Joseph, Dewsbury, York, Commercial Traveller. Oct 25 
at 3 at offices of Mitcheson, Union st, Heckmondwike 
Trievnor, John William, Margate, Cigar Merchant. Oct 31 at 2 at 
Guildhall Coffee House, Guildhall 
Turner, Thomas, Stretford, Lancaster, Upholsterer. Oct 26 at 3 at 
Grosvenor Hotel, Deansgate, Manchester. Woolley, Manchester 
Vale, John, Hammersmith rd, Hammersmith, Accountant. Oct 28 
at 10 at offices of Norman, Gt Marlborough st 
Walker, James, Short Heath, near Wolverhampton, Farmer. Oct 
28 at'12 at offices of Baker, Bridge st, Walsall 
Webb, Alfred, Sunny View villas, South Croydon, out of business. 
Oct 26 at 2at Bell Inn, Dorking. Durbidge, Southampton bldgs, 
Chancery lane 
Webb, Henry John, Kingswinford, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 27 at 3.30 at offices of Addison. High st, Brierley hill 
r, Aaron, Oldham, Lancaster, ‘Licensed Victualler, Nov 2 
at 3 at offices of Ascroft, Clegg st, Oldham 
oo Henry Zechariah, Bromley, Kent, Builder. Oct 26 at 2 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Lockyer, Deptford 
Wilkes, John, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Oct 26 at 11 at offices 
of Bowen, Martin st, Stafford 
Williams, John, Shotton, Flint, Sailmaker. Nov 2 at 2 at offices 
of Tibbits and Sons, 1, Old Post Office gate, Eastgate, Chester. 
‘ William, and John Alsop Wilson, Chester-le-street, Durham, 
Boot Manufacturers. Oct 28 at 2.30 at the Traders’ Assoviation, 
Grainger st West, Newcastle-on-Tyne. Criddle, Newcastle-on- 


, John William, Bradford, York, Grocer. Oct 26 at 11 at offices 
of Albion chmbrs, Hustlergate, Bradford 
Oct 25 at 11 at offices 


"ee ur, Victoria chmbrs, Westminster, Engineer. 
5 at 3 at offices of Alsop and Co, Gt Marlborough st 
Tuxspay, Oct. 18, 1881. 
wate , Kingston upon Hull, Provision Merchant. Oct 28 at 
of Jackson, Imperial chmbrs, Bowlalley lane, Kingston 


Sbert Alfred, Northampton, Tailor, Oct 31 at 12 at offices 
ew, Market : » Northampton 
col George ttson, and Arthur Armishaw, General 
: Oct 31 at 2 at offices of Harmood and Co, 
; l. Stone and Co, Liverpool 
“nang >» ne a lane, Borough, Boot Dealer. Oct 
Masons’ avenue. Fowler, Dowgate 


Worcester, Basket Maker. Oot 28 at 3 

1) dderminster, Bagster 
try, Merchant Taylor, Oct 26 at3 at 
, Gresham st, Cannon, Wood Exchange 


Birkenhead, Chester, Painter. Oct 31 at 11 at 9, 
Thompson, Birkenhead 
Nov 3 at 11 at offices of 


Oct 27 at 3 at offices of 
Nov 2at3 at offices of 

ted <a 
gio ee Oct 20 at 11 at office 
«doe! Indouch, i Grocer, Oct 27 at 11 at office 

ja-Zouch 

Chapel ~ Warwick, Grocer, Oct 31 
Inn, Road’ Redworth, ’Pogmore, Ather- 


Boscombe rd, Shopherd’s Bush, = 
Morb abd at olflocsof May, tensell Rss 


‘ , York, Dyer, 


ee . 





Tissnpest, Tankenger, Nov 3 at 3 at office of Best, 


Dale st, rye 
Bubb, Anthony Alfred, Senenem. Baker. Oct 31 at 12 at New Inn, 
Northgate st, Gloucester. ar yh Gloucester 
Burgess, Edmund, jun, Smallwood, Chester, Hay Dealer. Nov 2 at 
12 at offices of Cooper, John st, Tunstall 
Butcher, Charles, Martock, Somerset, out of business. Oct 29 at 11 
at offices of Watts, Yeo vill 


Butcher, Gemariah, and William Samuel Hartwell, Northampton, . 

Shoe {tanutac turers, Oct 31 at 11 at offices of Becke, Derngate, 

0 mpto 

Ones, Alfred, Southampton, Pork aes Oct 26 at 3 at office of 

rt, Portland st, uthampton 

collan » Benjamin, Walworth rd, Ham and Beef Merchant. Oct 31 
at 11 at offices of Jacobs, Blackfriars rd 

Cooke, James Holder, Birmingham, Grocer. Oct31 at 3 at offices of 
Sanders and Co, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Cooper, Henry Howard, Lymington, Southampton, Grocer. Oct 28 
at 3 at offices of Watts, Arthur st East 

Corless, James, Forest hill, Kent, Oil and Colourman. Oct 29 at 3° 
at offices of Webb, Park rd ter, Forest hill 

Cornforth, William, Darlington, Durham, Grocer. Nov 1 at 11 at 
offices of Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 

Davies, John, Haselor, Warwick, Schoolmaster Nov 5 at 3 at Bear 
Hotel, Alcester. Britton, Alcester 

Deakin, John, Burslem, Stafford, Butcher. Nov 4 at 2 at-offices of 
Sutton, Waterloo rd, Burslem 

Dell, Francis Henry, Penarth, nr. Cardiff, Brewer. Oct 19 at 12 at 
0 te St Mary st. Cardiff, in lieu of the place originally 
name¢ 

Denny, Cornelius, Lawshall, Suffolk, General Shop Keeper. Nov 1. 
at 12 at Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds 

Dickson, George, Weston super Mare, Somerset, Builder. Nov 7 at 
2.30 at offices of Bakers and Co, Weston super Mare 

Dissingion, Thomas, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 27 at 11 at 
offices of Kent, Chanc — lane, Longton 

Edwards, Edward, Lise Chester, Plumber. Nov 5 at 11 at offices 
of Bleakley and "Downham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

Fitchett, John. Morley, Derby, Farmer. Nov 1 at 2 at offices of 
Robotham, St Alkmunds church yd, Derby 

Fletcher, Joseph, Moss Side, Manchester, Mechanical Foreman. 
Oct 28 at 4 at offices of Phillips, King st, Manchester 

Foulds, Jeremiah, Bingley, York, Licensed Victualler. Oct 26 af 
10.30 at offices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Fulwood, Ebenezer, Birmingham, Timber Merchant. Oct 31 at 3 at 
offices of Johnson and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Gadsby, John, Hanley, Grocer. Oct 27 at 3 at offices of Ashmall, 
Albion st, Hanley 

Graham, William Richard, Stockton-on-Tees, Chemist. Oct 26 at 
2.30 at offices of Best, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Green, Thomas Dowler, Birmingham, Brass Founder. Oct 28 at3 
at Grand Hotel, Colmore row, Birmingham. Plant, Birmingham 

Gregory, James Valentine, Ipswich, Grocer. Nov 1 at 2 at the 
Coals Association, Arthur st East. Jackaman and Sons, 

pswic 

Harradine, Henry Ground, Bewdley, Worcester. Nov 2 at 3 at 
George Hotel, Bewdley. Hemingway, Bewdley 

Harris, Nelson, Stone, Stafford, Builder. Oct 28 at 2 at offices of Pad- 
dock and Sons, High st, Stone 

Hartwell, Joseph, Northampton, Machine Sewer. Oct 31 at 3 at 
offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 

Haughton, J: ames, Lees, nr Oldham, Lancaster, Publican. Oct 28 at 
3 at offices of Sampson, South King st, Manchester 

Heale, Edmund, Leyton, Essex, out of business. Oct 25 at 2 at office 

of Morphett, the Grove, Stratford 

Hewitt, Joseph, Accrington, Lancaster, Contractor. Oct 31 oa 3 at 
offices of Riley, Abbey st, Accrington. Sharples, Accrin; 

Hobman, Thomas, Huddersfield, York, Milk ham Oct 31 at = at 
offices of W hitley and W hitley, New st, Huddersfield 

Hopkins, John, Pymawr Swyddffynon, Liedroducha, Cardigan, 
pro Oct 28 at 3 at offices of Hughes and Sons, Pier st, Aber- 
ystwit' 

Howarth, Mark, Sunderland, Durham, Builder. Nov 3 at 11 at offices 
of (i John st, Sunderland, Botterell and Roche, Sun- 
derlan¢ 

—— James Edward, Percy Villa, Walham green, Gentleman. 

ct 29 at 2 at Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn fields, Negus, 


Lincoln’s inn fields 

Jeffreys, Thomas, Llandyssul, Cardigan, _. Dealer. 
12.30 at offices of Morris, Red st, Carm 

Johnson, Alfred, Wanborough, W ilts, Neuen. "Oct 28 at 11 at offices 
of Kinneir and Toombs, High st, Swindon 

Jones, Thomas, Newcastle Emlyn, Carmarthen, Ironmonger. Oct 3L 
at I2 at offices of Evans and Son, Newcastle Emlyn 

Jordan, Thomas, Birmingham, Laceman, Oot 28 at 11 at offices of 
Hodgson and Price, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

King, Ernest Albert, Malden rd, Haverstock-hill, Grocer. Oct 23 
at 2 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Tay- 
lor and Taylor, New Broad st 

Laws, William, Durham, Gardener. Oct 28 at 11 at offices of 
Jackson and Jackson, Albert ra, Middlesborough 

La, n Goatees Leeds, Builder. Oct 31 at 11 at offices of Dale, Albion 

0C 

Lon , James Herbert, Huddersfield, Woollen Merchant. Nov Sat JL 
at offices of Whitley and Whitley, New st, Huddersfield 

Mayn, John, Leicester, Draper, Nov 2 at 12 at offices of Fowler and 
Co, Gre — chmbrs, Friar lane, Leicester 

Milner, ura, Arundel, Sussex, Ladies’ School Proprietress, 
Nov 8 at 4at Norfolk Hotel, Arundel. Goodman, Brighton 

Naylor, Tho Waterlooville, nr Cosham, Hants, Grocer. Oct 31 
3 at offices of Edmonds and Co, St James’a st, Portsea, Oousia 
and Burri Portamouth 

Nye, Henry Samuel, W eenbourne at, Pimlico, Gan Sweeper. 

Ov 4 at'4 at offices of Gadsden and Treherne, Bed 
O'Brien, Michael, Plymouth, Provision Merchant, ces a at llat 
cos of Klworthy and Oourt st 

Painter, Vincent, Walsall, Stafford, Tailor, Nov 4 atll at Midland 

Hotel, New st, Birmingham, Ramaden and Co, Huddersfield 


Nov 2 at 
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Parker, John, Churton by Aldford, Chester; Farmer. Nov 1 at 2 at 
Newgate ~ Chester 
artin st, Stratford, out of business. Oct 31 at 11 
titee ent Ch College hill, Cannon st 
Piggins, Samuel, Middle Ss Old Brompton, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 31 ~ 2e at the e Kings Head Hotel, High st, Rochester. Shake- 
spear, Newgate st 
Prescott, pat Tddinshall, nr Tarporley, Chester, Farmer. Nov. 
4 at 12 at the Queen’ s Hotel, Chester. ‘Churton, ‘Chester 
Riddlesdon, Benjamin, Gawtho , nr York, out of business, Oct 
28 at.3 at offices of Lodge and 0, Park row, Leeds 
Riley, Edmund, Accrington, Lancaster, Fruiterer. Nov 3 at 12 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral-gates, Manchester. Ainsworth, Black- 


burn 
Ro, , Arthur, Birmingham, Grocer. Oct 28 at 3 at offices of 
odgson and Price, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Schooling, James, Pimlico rd, Boot and hoe Maker. Nov 4 at2 
at offices of Stokes, Chancery lane 

‘Simmons, William George, Leyton, Essex, Slate Merchant. Nov7 
at 2 at offices of Blachford and Co, College hill, Cannon st 

Smith, Joseph Richard, Sawbridge, Wolfhampcote, Warwick, 
Farmer. ct 31 at 3 at ‘offices of Wood, Southam 

Start, William Thomas, Devonport, Grocer. Oct 29 at 11 at Bank of 
England chambers, Plymout 

Taylor, Joseph, Great Bentley, Essex, Hayand Coal Merchant. Oct 
29 at 11 at offices of Goody and Son, Colchester 

Terry, Edward, Word, Kent, Miller. Oct 31 at 12 at Bell Hotel, 
Sandwich. Emmerson and Cottew, Sandwich 

Thompson, Isaac, Wigton, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Oct 29 at 11 at 
King’s Head Inn, High st, Wigton. Lawson, Wigton 

Thompson, John, Dalston, Cumberland, Blacksmith. Oct 31 at 3 at 
offices of Wannop, Scotch st, Carlisle 

Townell, Joseph, Normanton, York, Grocer. Oct 28 at 11 at offices 
of Lake and Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 

Travis, George, Manchester, Yarn Agent. Oct 3lat 3 at offices of 
Ponsonby and Carlile, Clegg st, Oldham 

Varcoe, John, St Stephens-by-Saltash, Cornwall, Market Gardener. 
Oct 31 at 11 at offices of Square and Co, Bank of England chbrs, 
Plymouth 

Wadsworth, Hobson, Burnley, Lancaster, Draper. Nov3 at 12 at 
offices of Knowles, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Walker, James Greatholder, Ashton-upon-Mersey, Chester, Joiner. 
Oct 31 at 11 at Bull’s Head Hotel, Sale. Sherratt, Manchester 

Walton, Isaac, Hartlepool, Durham, Tailor. Nov lat 3 at offices of 
Bell and Co, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Ward, David, Pudsey, Calverley, York, Flock Manufacturer. Oct 31 
at 3 at offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Warham, William, Middlesborough, York, Coach Builder. Oct 31 at 
2.30 at offices of Lewis, Zetland rd, Middlesbrough 

Wells, Tom James, Lewisham, Kent, Grocer. Oct 27 at 11 at offices 
of Hughes, Eastcheap 

White, William, Durham, Retired Excise Officer. Nov 3 at 11 at 
offices of Marshall, Market pl, Durham 

Wilson, Henry, Marske-by-the-Sea, York, Boot Dealer. Oct 31 at 12 
at offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Wilson, John, New Inn yard, Shoreditch, Licensed Victualler. 
Nov 2 at 3 at offices of Palmer and Smith, Charles sq, Hoxton 

Wittenberg, Max, Menai bridge, Anglesey, Meerschaum Pipe 
Manufacturer. Nov 3 at 2 at Bron Seiont, Carnarvon. Allanson 

Wood, Henry Thomas Gibbons, Boston, Lincoln, Chemist. Oct 29 at 
11 at offices of Millington and Simpson, Wide Bargate, Boston 

Young, Thomas, Hove, Sussex, Greengrocer. Oct 31 at3 at officesof 
Nye, North st, Brighton 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteod Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
exeess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Irvalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica |Press. 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
seeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures, 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoatT:iwa A LA Vanitix is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
bande Chocolate, ana may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

ini 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


EDE AND S50N 


ROBE Bam MAKERS 


¥ SPRCIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of ths Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
: BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNBEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94. CHANCERY LANE. LONDON. 


7 SOLICITORS, BARRISTERS, and Others — 
re, 57 and 58 (New Courts Chambers), Offices or 
Chambers in convenient suites of Rooms in these new 
built. premises.—Apply Exquiny Orrice on 

















=== 
ANTED, an Unadmitted Assistant ‘ 
Clerk, chiefly 4 Chancery Division Practice.—. 
letter to A. B., care of Mr. Eyre, Law: Stationer, 14, New. 
Lincoln’s-inn, Ww. C., stating full particulars of former 
salary required, age, &¢ 


——wetettiges 
gem pee desires a Re-engagement. Shy 
can be very strongly recommended by her present 
(a firm in ineeiere s-inn-fields) to take charge of a house or 
Married. No children. Thoroughly understands all the 
: ioe trustworthy.—Apply to Housexgrrsr, 70, Li 
elds. 








LONDON — ublished by authority) and LONDON aul 
NTRY A DVERTISEMENT OFFICE “ 


No. ety "ORANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET, 


H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs 
direct the attention. of the Legal Profession to the ad ae 

of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the s 

tion of all = forma notices, &c., and hereby — their pees 

support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement. on! required, and thy 

strictest care apd promptitude assured. Official stamped forms fe 

advertisement and file of “‘ London Gazette” kept. By sppoiting 


AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE fir for 
inserting articulars in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER 
of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished q 
Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 
post-free for two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, anf 
particulars for insertion should be sent not later than five 
previous to end of preceding month. 
Valuations for Probate and Transfer. Survey 
Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall Kast, S.W. 








AUCTION ROOMS 
Specially for the Sale of Literary Be ge ag << Works. 
Art, 47, LEICESTER SQUARE, LONDON, 
N ESSRS. PUTTICK & SIMPSON beg “ips annow 
that the above rooms are open daily for the 

all k inds of Literary and Art Property, Musical Collections, 
inte nded for Sale by Auction. Messrs. P. & 8. feel assured 
necessary knowledge (gained only by long experience) and thes 
sive connection enjoyed by their firm will be a sufficient g 
to solicitors and others that such property entrusted to thele¢ 
will be arranged for sale in the most advantageous manner. 

Valuations for Probate or Legacy Duty, or for Public or P 
Sale. EstTaBLIsHED (In PrccapruLy) 1794. 


SURREY. 

An important Freehold Estate, charmingly placed on the Sw 
hills at Banstead, of about 345 acres in extent, suitable for bull 
ing operations, 

ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD wil 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on WEDNESD: 

OCTOBER 26, at TWO precisely, an important and charmii 

wooded FREEHOLD DOMAIN, known as Banstead Park, ¢ 

Surrey hills at Banstead, about one mile from the village, ands Ont 

mile and a half from the railway station on the London and Brigh 

Railway, and four miles from Epsom; it is about 345 

extent, lying in a ring fence, is of a beautifully undulati 

ter, magnificently-timbered park land, and the remainder 

land, containing finely-grown forest and ornamental t 

trees; it is approached and almost surrounded by capital; 

has an extensive frontage, and is protected 

north by the rising ground of Banstead Downs; there is 

fashioned residence, with lodge and extensive outbuildiz 5, | 

there are also several very fine sites for the erection of a mans 

and from the position of the estate, it being such a short d 

from Epsom, the whole is available for subdivision, and ¢ 

most remuneratively utilised by the erection of residence 

superior class, which are much in demand; possession ¢ 
pletion of the purchase. 
Particulars of Messrs. Paines, Layton, & ae Solie 

Gresham House, Old Broad-street; at the Mart; 

Edwin Fox & Bousfield, 99, Gresham-street, Bank, ho 











‘EPPING FOREST. 

One mile from the Chingford Station, 30 minutes from the € 
compact and very valuable I reehold Estate of mans 
atlorned with finely-grown timber, and presenting d 
for the erection of villa and cottage residences, together 
comfortable family residence, — A pretty and 
garden grounds on the summit 

ESSKS. EDWIN FOX “te “ROUSFIBLD 
4 SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 

TWO precisely, in One Lot, the MOUNT ESTATE, in the Pa 

Chingford, in the county of Essex, a very val valuable 

PROPERTY, extending from the high road from London 

tham Abbey on the one side, to the high road to Woo 

other, comprising 74 acres ‘of fertile and, chinty’ 5 

ure, with an old-fashioned and commodious de: 
ing on an elevation, in the midst of three acres of finely 
and shrubbed gardens. ‘The neigh hi 
one of the most _— 

on the verge of the Epping — which, 

to the recreation of the peo ger pati 

easy access from all parts of town, pote iors ih the 

i 5 he < Great Eastern Railway Company have 

giving aecess to Liverpo m0 
at pot aber acing one low rent froin one tenant, on ¢ 

& ob per annum. : 

be obtained of Messrs. 

—— —g setter: Kings Bench-walk, Temple, io HO. yb 

dwin Fox & Bousfield, 99, Gresham-street, 





